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Wo Thank 308 for the FI hier 
BY ceived 'from you, and t 6 
of your Devonſhire Aﬀaire: I's - 
bur think it | PP 
your of the 


reise id oer 
oy, _ 3 1 
on t ave. - . 
| World. Lain aftoni- 
ſhed;that the Dith "Dy chief City in your Parts = 
ſhould be {ble to mak 6 better Choite of Adviſers, "= 
than the Derefer of e the Vindicator of Mr. Toms; * . 
derts, who appear to be oy a _— 

meatily qua iied to write Controverſy, as perh aps "IS 
ver ndert it. It ſeems ſtrange to us in this part 7 
of the World; that Men 'who could write no better, _ 


8 ould” eyer have had any Reputation for Senſe 5288 To 
ng among you, I thank you for informing me -' 5 
that Me Moore, who was another of the Adviſert, A. 3 


_ dpproves the Reps which were taken: 1 ſhould Won 3 
PL l Man of his 2 1 3 who has * - = 
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don Miniſters not excepted, upon that fide of the Con- 
troverſie, ſhould like them. The Crafty Politiciaus 
' were certainly in the right, in drawing him in among - 


Grace to their Ciufe"the others being almoſt below, 


Contempt. And to lay the Truth, I ſhould have 2 ? 
wonder'd at- your 339 me, t take any Notice © FP 
r the Reafor you give; tha 


this Piece, were it not 
it is defign'd and calculated to jmpoſe upon poor weak 


People, to whoſe Informatiog I ik you do well to 


have a regard. For their Sakes therefore, I ſubmit to 
this Drudgery ; and ſhall now extihine'whathe ſays” 
in the begnoing ofshiv.Fromee he: honeffly. profel- 
ſes, that he is for bringing the preſent Controverſy about the 
Trinity, to be trigd by the Standard of the Scriptures : But 
he ſeems fairly to own, that the Doctrine he pleads 
for, is not any where to be found poſitively and di- 
realy expreſs'd in Sceipturey\bur Þ 
from comparing ſeveral Texts of Scripture; I am far 
from being againſt comparing one Seripture with ano- 


Doctrine, that when they make it a primary Article 
&the Chriſtian Faith, it ſhould never be found dech- 


＋ | h. in any one Place of Scripture: However, if 
he ig able by comparing Seriptures to make his Do- 

ine plain, I Riſe to ſubmit my Reaſon to the / 
= iam not againſt admitting Me. 
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quire me to believe, that a little piece o Bread is 
not only an intire Man, but O D too, I: defire to be 
xcuſed, till I ſee. better Reaſon for the regeiving it, 
than what I have hitherto ſeen, notwithſtanding our 
Saviour's ſaying,” This 3s Body. And in like, man- 
ner, if any one will pretend the Unity of GOD is a 
Myſtery, tho' the Scripture never ſpeaks of it as ſuch, 
but as one of the plain and firſt Principles of natural 
and revealed Religion; I cannot but with: hold my 
Aﬀent, till I ſee it made very plain to me, that the 
A Doctrine is really deliver d in Scripture. 
This Writer pretends here to bring a Text for hire, 
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onably written the beſt of any Diſſenter, the four Lon. 
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ta be gather d ö 


ther; bur, I think, tis 4 jaſt Prejudice againſt their | 
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d be fuch, or to be ſo: much as declared to be a 1 


der preßt nce of, Myſtery te- 


tem, his being the only Name, chat can be any res k, 
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and tie, Col. ii. 2. To the acknowledgment of the Myſtery 'of = 


: GOD, and of the Father, aydof Chriſt. This way ofciting 
- Seripture according to Sound rather than Senſe, ſeeem 
"agreeable enough to this 'Gentleman's Genius: "Yue. 8 
certainly it mütk be differvieeable te any Cauſe, at the . 
long run. Can this Writer imagine, that the Myſte- 
of the Trinity is there intended by the Apoſtle, 
0 Where he makes not the leaſt mentien of the third 
1 Fi | Perſon, the Holy Ghoſt? If any Man will pleaſe to 
read what the Apoſtle ſays, Chap. i. 26, 27. he will ſee, 
that this Myſtery is no other than the Calling of the 
Gen tiles ; a Myſtery that was hidden from thoſe Jewifſo 
a Kn , 
} or Fedaizing Chriſtians, who would have ſubjefted the 
p; 
7 


jy Gentiles to the Ceremonial Law, and againſt whom the _ 
3 : Apoftle is arguing” in the ſecond Chapter. This is « 
the Myſtery he diſcourſes of frequently, particularly - \ 
I in his Epiſtle to the Epheſrans, written about the ſame 


Time, the Expreſſions of which are generally reckon'd 
3 to give Light to thoſe of this. . 1 

He is pleaſed toalledge à Paffage of the learned Mr. = 
How : But I would put it to himſelf, whether he does ww 
not ſee the ſhadow of an Inconſiſteney in that great Man's 
FF © Conception of the ſacred Trin unity, zs he calls ty 


4 any force upon Scripture g 
ent Perſon, or the Comparer ca ee 
fits of the Contra between be jag d of | J 
Deference paid $&th@&Scripturesby himſelf and me. 
He tells us, that hy Deſerm is to compare the Texts to · _ 
gether; that relate #0 the *Three Patſons in the Godhead, and 4 
bew bow they peak of them GO D, and one GOD, (for $ 
there can be uo more.) This is unſcriptural Divinity, as 
well as Language. The Scripture never ſays, there are 
more Perſons than one in the Godhead ; burthe God- 
dead (in the ſtrict and proper Senſe) is always conſined 1 
i to one Perſon, the Father: The Scripture-never fpeaks * + _— 
of the three Perſons; as the one G0 P, not has any 97 
one Text been as yet alledg'd to prove his Aſſertion. 
He ſays, He believes them 0 be perſonally diſtiuguiſd d: But 
Wat does he here mean by perſonally, and Perſons? IF 
he has no Notion of theſe,” he can beliebe nothing of 
What he talks. I would Ry ititreat him _ ; 
3) x "tell 
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tell me, what one Scripture Ground he has ſor belie- 
wry rk to be three Perſons, that is, not as good a 8% 
Ground for his believing them to be three Beings. 


l ; And why may. not I as well truſt my Reaſon in con- 


cluding, that the, Father Son; and Mely Ghoſt are 
three diftin&t Beings, ſince the Scripture; every where 
ſpeaks of them as ſuch; as he may his in concluding, | 
—— are neither three Beings, nor barely three Names } 
or Modes of one Being, but three He knows not what, ) | 
for which the Scriptute has no Name, and d Wen 
the Men who pretend it, declare they have nd Noti- i 
We ſhall ſee bis Proof of the Point he aims at ab , 
go along; But I cannot but obſerve, how he would 
— def | pinion-of hie Adverſa- 
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V. 
"a 


GOD, owe GOD. 


ther from whem are all Things, 1 Cor. viii, 6 And 
by the ſame k ind of Argument, he Kon prove any, 


Workman, . whom a King imploys to build bim a 
Houſe, to be the King bimſelf. For very properly | 
may it be ſaid, the King built the Houſe, and ſince a 
FF 
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He adds; Unter this Charafter only, bath the Jews and _ 
only 2 Did the Jews and Hearbeys know him by no other Mi 


Character? What, did not the Jews know hit LA RW 4 
 Charafter of the G OD, who. brought them out OE. 
e Land of Egypt, out of the Houſt'of Bondage; asa N 
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| GOD gracious and merciful, Ce! Did notthey and the 5 A 
Haben both, know him as the chief Good, Oe But 9 
perhaps he means, that they knew him to be the true *- 4 


> GOD, who was ſpoken of under this Character, when 
no other was mention d. And what then? Who doubts 
that he, by whoſe own underived Power all Things 
were created, is the Supreme GOD? O, but ſays he, 
4 @ ſubordinate, or inſtrumental Creator, was not then beard 
2 of. That's more than he knows; and if he will look 
into Philo among the Jews, and the Heathen eke 
and conſider, = they ſay of the Logos, he may ſee 
be is miſtaken, Amelius the Platoniſt was ſo ſenſible | 
| of this, that he ſwore by Jeve, the Barbarian, as. he 
call'd St. Jobn, meant the ſame by the Logos, menti- 
on'd in the beginning of his Goſpel. See Euſeb. Pre. 
par. Evang. Lib. xi. SH. 18, 19. But ſuppoſe it had 
been tue, that the Jews and Heathens knew, g of 
% & ſubordinate Creator; is not the New Teſtament 
- Wherein, GOD is expreſly ſaid to have made 
Worlds by. his Son, Heb. i. 2. a ſufficient Reaſon, We 
Chriſtians ſhould believe it? — HE 
P. 2. He compares Gen. xvii g 
ed to Abraham, ang gid unto h 
i xl1 53. Va. 


+ / 
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GOD 5 with P 4 * . 2 

s thi Me do not find, that GOD the Fa, 4 

cher ever appea generally underſtood 40 be che. ſe- 
canal Prrſom, be Son f S e appeared to Abraham,  — 


and the ancient Belie vers, and declared bimſelf to be the Al- 
mighty GOD; and is accordingly ſo fliled in the Plalm 
above, in the Prophet, and the Revelation. nes 
*. Herein he differs widely from his Brother, Mr. 
ty, Truth and Liberty, p. 109, Oc. "Tis uſual in 
Av for a Perſon who repreſents another, to 
ſpeak in his Stile: And if this was the Son of GOD 
who appeared to Abrabam, he plainly ſpeaks in the 

| Stile of che Father, who was the GOD of Abraham 

{ aud of his Seed after bim, Acts ili. 13. The God of Abraham; 
3 #xd of Iſaac, and of Jagob, the GOD of our Fachers hari 
| 1 5 FR. oO Oo 


a 


Penh. lis Son, Jefus, He then was the GOD of 4- 
brabam, who was the Father of %; and Jeſer himſelf 


| was not that GOD, unleſs he was his own Father. But 
Ane Texts he brings to prove, Chriſt che 
| m 


nighty GO, Pſalm x1v. ;. Gird thy Suord Ae 
"Thigh, O MQS 4J6 HTT. Tis granted, this 


oken ef Chriſt, as he ſays; but he is much miſtaken” y 


the ſame as Alnigbty. The Word in the Hebrew i“ 
and in the Greek Swear, which is fo far from 
neceſſarily ſignifying Almighty ; (as yet it ought to do, 
In order to its being a Foundation for ſuch an Argu- 
ment) that it is frequently uſed for mere Men, ho 
ae eminent Rank and Figure. I will give but o 
ortwo Inſtances out of many, that will ſhew the Weak- 6 
nels of this, P/aln: ciii. 20. Bleſs the Lord, ye his Augely,® 
that excel in Strength. Would this Gentleman like to 
have. it-render'd, that are Almigbty in Strength ? And 
yet tis the ſame Word both in H-brew and Greek. A- 
gain, Pſalm lii. 1. Why boaſteſt thou thy ſelf in Miſchief, 0 
- MIGHTY. I hope he would not have it render d, 0 © 
__#4L MIGHTY: And yet there 'tis ſomewhat more 
aEmphatical by reaſon of the Article pong than tis 
be xlv. Pfalm. I am ſenfible; theſe Things thae 
mh have help'd him over this Difficulty; la gut of 
Thi Writer's way: But one would think, a Mad who 
pretended toc > Scriptures for the Uſe and Ser- 
ice Wane ould have had ſome tolerable 
9 5 Bible and ſhould have 


b by tt 
is1nfetted Tnrathe Test by our Tran- 


Arguments are not likely to deceive long. The Rea- 
der may eaſily imagine, there are many n Migh- 
ty, who yet are not Almighty. N 6 OH: 


- * ?Tis the ſame Word uſed inthe next Text, Iſa. ix. 6.” 
which ought to be render'd 4 Mizhry GOD, MN OR, 
there being no Article, which renders it very different 
tom what we meet with in other Places, when GOD + 
3 . i 


'uthe thinks that what is rendered here moſt Mighry, is * 


a 


ri, vii. with that Exod. iii. 14. I AM bath ſent mes 
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is: ſpoken of very emphatically, as fhe Mi bry G 0D, Rs, 


ak Jer. XX KI. 18. The great and mighty GOD. 

, and fo in other Places. 4 
„His lat Text relates not to Chriſt, but to the Fa- 
ther, Rev. i. 8. I ani Alpha and Omega, tb ing 
and the ending, faith the Lord, which is, ain | 
which is to come, the Almighty. This Character of; he 


"which it, and which was, and is to come, is that alone 
under which the Father is ſpoken of, ver. 4. ànd that 
das contradiſtinguiſh'd to Jeſus Chriſt. It is pity 
dur Comparer had not compared thoſe Texts together, 
which ſtand ſo near to one another. n 


Next he cites, John viii. 58. Before Abraham vas, 6 


II. Here, ſays he, Chriſt rakes 10 himſelf the ſame high 


n our Saviour intended iny ſuch Thing as this, the 
Evangeliſt would doubtleſs have repreſented him, as 
' ſaying, % 2% dv, as *tis in the Septuagint, which 
the Writers of the New Teſtament commonly im 


tate. As the Words now ſtand, I ſee not how they 


can bear this Interpretation. For let us ſuppoſe, 1 


am to be here only a proper Name, and put GOD, or. 


the Self-exiſtent Being, inſtead of it; thus twill run, be 
fore Abraham was, GOD was. This certainly is nog 5 


to our Saviour's Purpoſe, nor was it any Queſtig 
with the us, whether GOD was before Ara 
And had they underſtood him to ſa N 
would never have gone about tay 
ur Saviour's Buſineſs there, v alc 11 
flor to Abrabam, zu zhis he dq pia bes bis 
ords ire undegffoody a 44 


| 'rendi Before Abraham was; 
I was; which Dr. Benne on the Trinity, p. 108. ho- 
neſtly grants. There ate many Places, whete the 
Preſent Tenſe of it, is uſed to ſignify the Time paſt, 
Jobn x. 8. All that came before me, ite, were Thieves and 
Robbers. Ch. vi. 24. When the Multitide ſaw, that Teſus was 
not there. Ch. xii. 9. Much People of the Jews therefore knew 
that he was there. Ch. xiv. 9. Have I been ſo long Time with 


you? Ch. xv. 27. Ye bave been with me from the 470 1. 
,. 


How often does Chriſt uſe this Expreſſion 27% is 

when there is not the leaſt Sign of his intending to 
be underſtood to call himſelf, the I am? See John vi. 
20. & xiit.19. & xvill. 3. | * 


hich was; and 


3 CH - 
14 = - i 


And if there is. any ſuch Emphaſis in-theſe Words} _ 
What ſhall we think of 1 Man, who had bees 
born Blind? Did he ſpeak Blaſphemy, when he uſed 
4 Expreſſion, Job# in 9. which we have ren- 
Der d, I am H Why are theſe poor Cxiticiſme put in- 

Read of clear, plain, and poſitive Aﬀertions, if an) 95 
ſuch are to be found in Scripture ? Certainly they Wb 
would make a Fundamental Article of this, ought td 
be very ready with ſome ſuch. . _ — Þ 

His next Argument is from Heb. xii. 26. Whoſe Voice 
" then ſhook the Earth, &c. GOD, ſays he, that gave be 

Raw, and at whoſe Preſence Mount Sinai quaked, was | 
Gr; 


| If he had laid, that it was G OD who ſpake; ; + 
and was repreſented by Chriſt, I ſhould have readi- 
ly granted it: But then the Argument would have 
been es Nothing is more common, than for he # 
Repreſenter to ſpeak in the Name and Stile of him 
"whom he perſorates. And according to this Way of 7 
arguing he may prove; that the Diſciples were themj- 
ſelves Jeſws. They who baptized in Judea, were J. 
fa, John iii. 22. The Diſciples were they who ba- 
tized in Judea, Jobs iv. 2. Therefore the Diſciples were. Je. 1 
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Or again, GOD deſtraged Sodom; 2 Per. ii. C. 
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% Angels deſtroyed Sodom. Gen. xix. 13. Therefore the 

wo Angels were GOD. It were endleſs to teckon up the 

rd Conſequences, which this way of comparing 
Seliptures w. rode. v Phat - 
1 m b. 3. is from Jobn xx. 28, My 
Lord, and bis, ſays he was ſpoken to Chat 
hoi ve Jen, ew no other GOD 
Abmham, Ihac, and Jacob; 

v ſubordinate GOD. S bat he miſt anderſtand bim to be 
due. GOD with the Father. Themas knew that the G 
of Abrabem, &c. was the Father of Chriſt, Ain. 13; 
Jobn vii. 42, 54. He farther knew, that the Mas 

was ſuch a GO, as had one to be a GOD to him, 

Pſalm xlv. J. Which may paſs well enough for a ſub- 
ordinate GOD, one would think. And withal he 
knew, that GOD himſelf could not be ſeen in the 

ner in which he actually ſaw Chrift; at the Time; 
he thus ſpake to him. This Gentleman may try if 
he can prove, that Chriſt is ever called GOD in « pro- 
Senſe, if by proper Senſe, he means the ſame Senſe, 
\whieh the Father is called ſo. And F would _ 
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| | Gt the ſupreme G OD. But our Worſhip does not ter- 


wy 


ii to anſwer plainly; whether the ME in the an 
Dommandment does not fignify one fingle Perſon: 
Ad it it relates to three diſtinét Perſons, _ e ; 
hot faid before ks. See Job xiv. 23. | 
est Argument is this} There in Int one 60D „ 
1 worſhipped, Exod. xxxiv. 14. Rev. Xii, g. And yet An- 
42 and Men woyſb ga Sgt Matth. xxviii. 9. Heb. i. 6. * = 
uke xxiv. e might have proved David to be LO 
4 G OD; by (the ſame Argument, 1 Ch. xxiv. 20. 1 
And all the Congregation Wed the Lord GO 8 Fa- 
thers, and bowed down their Heads, and "worſhip 
Lord and the King, The Truth is, — 9 
Cbriſt, we do not worſhip another GOD, becauſe 
none of that Worſhip terminates on the Son; but it 
all terminates u * Father, and is in Obedience 
to his Command. See Phil. ii. 9; 10, 11. The Argi- 
3 ment therefore ftands i in full Force on our fide 
upon whom our Worſhip does not terminate, is not 


minate upon Chriſt. | 
FP. 4. This great Work, of Sanflification, which GOD * | 
4 kan do, it attribured to the Sn, and Holy Gbeſt. The 
Text he — 5 to prove, that Sanctificatiom is the 
Work bf if he had but taken in the Ves 
| befor "rf y * proved, that Men may fag 
themſelves, LevgXxx. 7, 8. Santi your. ſelves - 
. fore; * be ye Holy: For I am the Lor dur 80 P. 
ve 3 keep my Statutei, and do of 
215 And ſo we | 
. 1. And by the me. Argue. 
would prove the Holy Ghoſt to =— 
be 0, reme'G OD, Rom. xv. 16. He may prove . . 
Faith. to the 5 1 19et GOQD, Al, xxvi. 18. And 
the Blood of the everlaſting" Covenaxe to be the ſupreme. 
_ GOD, Heb. x. 2 29. ® 
_He ſays, Chrift was the 60 n the People 
ke, and \the Lord that ſent fiery Serpents, 1 Cor. x. 9. HM 
ard with Numb. xxi.'5, 6. Bat how does ke «4 
Know, that the compa 2 Texts does not as well _ 
ve A to have en'Moſer;asto have been GOD? 
| NE 3518 GOD, and ajdinſt Moſes; where. *' 1 
ore 7 ye bs nd Moſes, the Creator and the 24 
Dear, put together ) broaght us up our of Egypt "2 
3 * tam 16 9 and - ſaid, "ee ——_— ; > 


3 ie 
* fer te haue ſpoken againſt the Lord [there our Author, 
ſtops] aud againſt thee, But the true Anſwer is, that 
Chriſt being the Angel whom GOD, ſent before them, 
he was provoked by their Carriage, and they; could 
not provoke him, without provoking him rhat ſent 
him. See Exod. XX111: 20, 21. Compare Luke * 1 | 
x Theſ.iv. 8. . ".* 
When he would prove Chriſt to be the only true 
GOD, from 1 Job» v. 20. There is no need to fay © 
more than only to render the Text right. Me know that 
the Son of GO D is come, and bath given us an Underſtanding, 
that we may know him that is true [that is the Father, it 
being his Defign in coming to declare the Father to 
us] and we are in him that is true [that is, in the Father] 
thro bis [the Father's] Son Jeſus Chriſt. This [Perſon 
whom I called true before] is the true GOD, and [the 
Original Author of] Eternal Life. See ver. 11. Which 
anſwers his Obſervation, That the Gift of Eternal Life is 
! three Timis aſcribed to the Son in that Chapter. For how- 
ever, it is aſcribed to the Son, yet the Father is re- 
preſented as the Original Giver. And this is the R.. 
cord, that GOD hath given to us eternal Life; and this Life 
is in bis Son. e 
&'Tis ſtrange, if our Author cannot ſuppoſe, that the 
ther may very well be ſtiled GOD our Saviour, Jude 
Eſpecially, fince he is called there the only wiſe 
, Which is uſed of the Father Rom. xvi. 27. For 
*ris ſo the Fathg ly, we ever aſcribe Glory thro* © | 
Jeſus Chriſt, And fis remarkable, that many good = \ 
* en well as old Veri do here in this 
place read thus, To the only wiſe GOD our Saviour, thro? | 
Jeſus Chriſt, &c. And ſo Bede, however Orthodox, 
read it too. But ſince GOD our Suuiour is elſe · where the "© 
Title of the Father, x Tim. i. 1. Tit. iii. 4. no Argument 
can be built upon this Title alone. | DES 
Having ſet down Deut. x. 20. Rom ix. T. 2 Cor. xii. 
19. he adds bis Remark, P. 5. They were to ſwear by no 
other Name, but the Lord their GO H. Aud bere the Apoſile 
ſwears by Chriſt; as an omniſcient Witneſs to the Sincerity of 
bis Heart; aud alſo by the Holy Ghoſt : Which muſt "ſignify 
tem th. be GOD omniſcient. He repeats à part of this, 
p. 42. I anſwer, this Argument will prove the 2 | 
the Apoſtle had in the Corinthians, 1 Cor. xv: 31. The 
Rees and the Hinds of the Field, Cant, ii. j, And the Elet 
4%? * , | | | =” An 


* 
Te 
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Angel, 1 Tim. v. 21. to be GOD; as is ſhewn clear. + 
ly in Plain Chriſtianity Defended, Part II. + 33, 34. Where 
the Reader may ſee Mr. Baxter's Senſe of this Matter. 
The Senſe of his other Text, 2 Cor. xii. 19. is no more 
20 * As 4 Chriſtian, I ſpeak the Truth before 
ile brings Jobs i. 4. Ch. x. 28. Ch. xiv. 6. and ſays, 
T Therein Chriſt declayes bimſelf to be the Root and Fauntajn of 
Lie. One would wonder, that a Man who pretends 
to be a Divine, ſhould talk after this rate. Can aur 
bleſſed Lord be underſtood to declare himſelf, to be 
the firſt Root and Fountain of Life, when he fo 1 
ly elfewhere acknowledges the Father to be the Root 
and Fountain of that Life that he had? What can be ful- 
ler than John v. 2 6. As the Father bath Life in bimſelf, he hath 
ord to the Son to have Life in bimſelf? And afterwards 
peaking of his own giving Life, he ſays, ver. 30. J 
can do nothing of my ſelf. And if he pleaſes to compare 
Pſalm xxxvi. 9. with Prov. xiv. 27. and ch. xvi. 22. He 
may prove, that the Fear of the Lord, and Underſtanding, 
are GOD. And whereas he adds, *Tis G O D that kills 
and makes alive, ſo that Chriſt is proved from bence to be 


ance, tis ſaid 
- 


39: concerning GOD, I mak#alive; and yet, if I mi- 
ake not, he was not GOD. See alſo” 2 Kings vii. 5. 
And does not GOD as much appropriate it to him- 
ſelf, Deut. xxxii. 39. That none can deliver out of bi- 
Hand, as he does, that he makes alive? And yet we 
find that the very ſame Expreſſſon is uſed concerning 
the Ram, Dau. viii. 4. Neither was there any that could de- 
liver out of bis Hand, but he did according to bis Nil. And 
fince he muſt allow, that theſe Expreſſions ought to 
be explained in different Senſes, when apply'd'to © 
GOD and to Men, how will he prove, they will 
not admit of different Senſes, when uſed concerning | | 
GOD and Chriſt? #4 
© C2: H 
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- - He has two Texts, John ii. 24, 25. Matth, xii. 2 3. t 

prove, that our Saviour knew all Men, even theit Thoughts, 
And when he can prave, that the Father did not com 
municate this Knowledge to him; but that he ba 
that Power, or any of his other Perfections originally 
of himſelf, and not from the Father, they may be te 

his Purpoſe.” * ; ESP. 1 tn tf oacect +311, Þ 
Hie cites John xvi. 15. All Things that the Father bath 
are mine. To which let him only add, Jobs iii. 3 5. The 
2 the Son, and hath GIVEN all Things into his 
Hands. < S051 | ee" Cad: Me itik- 
The next Text, Rex. v. 12, 13. If it proves any 
Thing, will prove too much, even that the Lamb that 


— ge" 


was ſlain was the ſupreme GOD. And fince the on- ; | 


ly Foundation of his Worthineſs to receive Power, 
Riches, Se. here. mentioned, is his being ſlain; 110 
in vain to bring this Text to prove he had another 
Title to theſe Things. Ef Vs 
His other Text, John iii. 31. He that cometh from above, 
is above all —— He that cometh from Heaven is all, is 
explain'd, ver. 35. By the Father's giving all Things into 
his Hand. Compare 1 Cor, xv. 27. Epb. 1.22. And he 
ſhould have obſerved, that 'tis one fingle Perſon, who 
aid, 1 Chron. xxix. 11. To be above all: And he is in- 
. above Chriſt himſelf, being che Head of Cbriſt. 80 
that G OD is abſolutely above all; and Chriſt is not 


- abowe the Father. T 
P. 6. He argus Creation and Preſervation, be - 
ing aſcribed e Ohrinn, The Anſwer is eaſy, that 
GOD made the Warldsby bim, and by Him upholds theni. 
And.well- might the Meathen be gondemn'd, for doing 
Service te them, wha by. Nature were #0 Gods being Stocks 
and Stones, that had nothing of that Virtue or Divi- 
nity,. which they faneied to be in them. But what is 
that to Chriſt ians, who ſerve the only true GOD, the 
Father, even in all the Service they do to Chriſt; 
ſince he was ſo utterly. unlike to the Heathes Gods, 
who had not really any of that Divine Virtue, which 
was imagined to attend them? Is this true of Chriſt? 
Do we not know, that GG D was with Him; Acts x. 38. 
That the Faber who dwelt in bim, did the Works of our Sa- 
viexr, John xiv. 10. See Dr. Clarke's Reply ro Mr. Nel- 
ſon, f. 77. 78, Ec. * | * Ao 
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( 
s from thoſe Words of Chrift, Lale v. 24. 
Man bath Power upon Earth to forgive Sins." I 


x + 26H | * 
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+2» p | He ar | 
think the forgiving Sins there, is well _— by Dr. 


Whitby, to be the removing the temporal Puniſhmeng.' 
Hp im on Matth. ix. 2,5, 6. And as all our Sing 
terminate on the Father, to whom alone therefore 
Satisfaction was made by Chriſt, ſo I ſee no reaſon 

to doubt, that Chriſt's forgiving Sins was Miniſterial 
and by Virtueof a Commiſſion from the Father. And 
Cbriſt forgave Sins in the Perſon of the Father, as 
St. Paul did in the Perſon of Chriſt, 2 Cor. ii, 10. And 
may prove, if he pleaſes, by the ſame Argument, 
IJ that the Apoſtles in general were GOD, becauſe they 
had a Power on Earth to forgive Sins, John xx. 23. 
XZ _ © He argues from our praying to Chrift, P. 7. Which ſiap- 
3 ſes him to hear the Prayers of all bis Diſciples throughout the 
1 World, to judge of the Sincerity of their Deſires, to be preſent 
©  quhen they prayy and to be able to anſwer their Petitions, and 
ubply tbeir Wants. All which none can do but GOD only. 
But who told this Writer, that GOD cannot commu- 
gnicate to another a Power to be, and do all theſe 
Things? I can't but obſerve, how the Scripture 
yours concerning the Devil, 4:43aa@-, who is always 
poken of as but one, repreſenting him as the Authog® 
of all the Wickedneſs in the World; it being of 
fingle Sirit, that is ſuppoſed to work in the Children © 
Diſobedience, 7 ii. 22 And can it then be thought 
ſtrange, that the only begotten 8 GO D, one fo 
tranſcendently aboyg che higheſt Order ofthe Angeli- 
cal” Beings, and h Whom G OD! made” them all, 
ſhould be vaſtly capable of more than he is? But 
there is this one Confideration, which I think may help 
this Writer, to ſee the Weakneſs of his Argyment : 
When we pray to Chriſt, we always pray to him as Me- 
diator, between the ſupreme GO D and Us; and con- 
ſequently our praying to him, does not imply, that 
he is the ſupreme Gd. = 
Prom comparing other Texts, he thus argues, 4. 
3 GOD is ſaid to be Judge bimſelf, Pſalm I. 6. & Chriſt is 
declared to be the Judge of the World, The Anſwer is e- 
ſy, GOD judges the World by the Man Jeſus Chriſt, 
Ast xvii. 31. Rom. ii. 16. I won't take his Word, who © 
ts, or is not, capable of ſuch Work, FED Y 


* 


s a; I 1. : 3 L * 8 
A 

He next compares Pſalm Ixviii. 17, 18. with Eph. iv, 

8, 10. And thus he comments: So that this is ſpoken of Chriſt 


| (by David and Paul) who deſcended and aſcended. The 


_ deſcendin 
per, | Viſible, ſhow that Chriſt was not that GOD 


and «ſcending be ing not Meraphorical but Pro- 


whom no Man hath ſeen or can ſee. And he is miſta- 


ken, when he ſays, the Charafers here given can belong on- 
ly to GOD: For he is not the only Lawgiver, ein by 
Lawgiver, he means the ſupreme Lawgiver. Moſes | 
was 2 Lawgiver under GO, Jobn i. 17. Ch. vii. 19. 


And our Saviour in giving the Old or New Law, is to 


be conſider d as the Angel, Meſſenger, or Repreſen- 
tative of GOD, whole therefore the Law muſt be un- 
derſtood to be originally. 60 D was with the Angels in 
Mount Sinai, as he was ſaid to be where ever his Sbe- 
chinab, and where- ever Chriſt was who repreſented 
him. Tis own'd, that Chriſt rules in the Armies of Hea- + 
ven, but tis by an Authority delegated to him from 
the Supreme Governour, the Father: And he fills all 
Things with that Fulneſs, which ir pleaſed the Father 
theuld duell in him. His Aſcending or Exaltation was 
in order to his thus filling all Things, which ſhows 
that it was by the Gift and Pleaſure of the Father who 
alred him. See Eph. i. 20, 21, 22, 23. And the Gifts 


=" Which he then gave, were firſt received by him, ac- 


cording to the Pſalmiſt, in order to his giving them. 

He compares Pſalm Ixxviii. 56. & xcv. 8, 9. Numb. 
XX1} 5. 1 Cor. x Feb. iii. 7. He ſays; By theſe ſeve+ 
xal Texts it * hey tempted 6, and Chriſt, and the 
Holy Ghoſt.” He ſhoulf have added, aud Moſes. They 
that tempted onc, tempted all Which fa*ws them to be the 


one moſt High GO D, whom the Iſraelites” provoled in the 


/ 


Wilderneſs ; the ſame Thing being promiſcuouſly {poken of all 
Three [He ſhould have ſaid, of 4/ Four. — Ys 


Gentleman perceive, that the Injury offer'd to the 


Meſſepger, and Repreſentative of the moſt High GOD, 
terminates upon the moſt High GOD himſelf? How 


plain is that of Chriſt, Luke x: 16. He that deſpiſeth you, 


deſpiſeth me; and be that deſpiſeth me, deſpiſetbbim that ſent 


And that I may not ſpeak of this again, when I 1 
come to p. 38. where he repeats it of the Holy Ghoſt, 
he may take Notice, that they might be ſaid to tempt. 
the Holy Ghoſt, as by him G OD might ſtrive with 

271 3 | LE” -them. 
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them. But there is no need of that Conſideration heres 

becauſe the Apoſtle only cites the Words of the Pſalm, 

as written by the Inſpiration of the Holy Ghoſt. And 

this Writer may by the ſame Way of arguing, proye. 

both Moſes and Eſaias to be the moſt High GOD, from 

one ͥ | 

He alledges, Pſalm Ixxxiii. 18. That Men may know 

that thou whoſe Name alone is Jehovah, art the moſt High over 

all the Earth; as a Proof that Jbovah.is GOD's incom- 

municable Title. I was pleaſed with the Obſervation _- 

of the Author of Plain 223 Defended, Part II. p. 

27. that the LXX. French and Dutch Tranſlations, 

make the alone not to refer to his having the Name Je 

hovab, but to his being the moſt High. Having this 

hint, I have inquired into other Tranſlations, and find 

that the ſame Obſervation is true of the Vulgar Latin, 

and the High Dutch Tranſlation. In a very Old Engliſo 

Tranſlation, the Year of which I can't find, tis thus, 

That they may know that thou art alone, that thy Name is the 

Lord, and that thou only art the moſt bigheſt over all the Earth, © 

If this be Tindal's, it muſt be a different Edition from | J 

that which is followed by the Tranſlation printed in 4 

the Book of Common-Prayer, where tis thus, And they ; 

= ſhall know that thou (whoſe Name is Jehovah) art only tbeg 

= moſt bigbeſt over all the Earth. Mr. Ainſworth in his Trag 
ſlation renders it, Thar they may know that thou while 


| 


Name is Jehovah, only thou art the maſt High over all h, rg 
| Earth: But in his Notes, he thinks e tho, may be 
render d only thine ; that is, which only haſt Jehovah for 
thy Name? Jerom: ,x&tiders it, Aud they may know'that 
thy. Name is the Lord, thou only art bigh above all the Earth. 
be only Tranſlations I have yet obſerved to agree 
with ours, are the Itallan of Diodati, and the Latin of 
Junius and Tremelliut. All the Uſe I would make of 
this, is, that this being the only Text produced to 
prove the Name Jehovah to be incommunicable, and 
the rendring of it being ſo uncertain, no great Streſe 
can be laid upon it. But ſuppoſing it eveꝶ ſo certain, 
that this Name is ſo peculiar to the moſt High GOD, 
as that it can't properly be uſed of any one elſe, that 1] 
will not at all Ein er a Perſon, who tepreſents that 7 
GOD, and uſes his Stile, to take the N ie bee. f 
ing evident, that in this Caſe he does not declare what 
he himſelfis, but what that GOD is whom he repre- 


nts, But 


* * 1 . 
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tf 
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| -» Batletus ſee the Texts he brings toprove Chriſt td 


de Fbovab, Jer. xxiii. 6. And this is the Name where- 
by be ſhall be called, hovah aur Rigbeet 
mining this Text with Care, I am very much incli 


to think; the Prophet does not mean; that this ſhgul 
be the Name of Chriſt, but of Iſrael; notwithſtat 


what the Fathers and Jewiſh Rabbins might think. Tis 


certain, that is the neareſt Antecedent. But as I own, 
that is not a ſufficient Evidence; what chiefly moves 


me to receive this Interpretation, is, that-I find the 


ſame Name is given to Jeruſalem, Chap. xxxiii. 16: 


And this is the Name wherewith ſhe ſhall be called, The Lord 


our Righteouſneſs. And the Difference of the Gendet 2 


is thus eafily accounted for, the Names of Cities being 


Feminine, as thoſe of Men are Maſculine. But not to 
Infifſt upen this; I will argue with our Author upon i 
the Suppoſition, that this is the Name of Chriſt: And 
ean be think, that this proves that Chriſt is Jehovah? Þ| 
It it does, the ſame Argument will prove Jeraſalem tb 
of the City from. 
Theſe. kind of 
Names are ſo 3 declaring ſomewhat of 
_ the great Jehovah, but d 
hey are given to, are Jehovah himſelf. So in the lat: 
by Fr Inſtänce it imports, that Jebovab is there, in that 


be Jebovab, Exek. xlviii. 35. And the Name 
that Day ſhall be Jehovah Shammah. 


t do not eng that the Things 


ity, and in the former it fignifies, that Jeboval is our 


\ Righreouſneſs, the Cauſe of it, or he that juſtifies us; 


which is very Pidperly uſed of the Father; and the 
Name might be fitly given to Chrift; becauſe the 5 
breath sof GOD ts by Faith of Jeſus Chriſt ; and GOD bai 
wo forth to be a Propitiation, to detlave is Righteouſueſs, 
that be might be Juſt, and the Tuſtifier of him that belirveth in 
Teſs, Rom. iti. 22,25, 26, And this fully auſwers his 
4 from the next Text, I/. xlv. 24. In the Lord 
tle ovah] have I Righteouſneſs and Strength. He adds ano- 
ther Text, Rom. ix. 5. Chriſt came, who is over all, GOD 
Blefſed for ore; which he thinks attributes to Chriſt, 


GOD's in unicable Attribute, Supremacy. He adds; 


ſo that be annot be either a Creature; or a ſubordinate 600, 


which indeed is a Contradiflion ; For we have. no Notion of 4 


GOD, but what is Supreme, He is very much in the 
right, in ſuppoſing that a ſupreme 5 rdinate GOD 
I 


is a ContradiQion ; and he has, no 


oubt;: filenced a 
thoſe; (if there be auy ſuch in the World) thr hall 


eon ſueſt. Upon exa- 


_ him , An abſolute Supremacy is not attributed to 


* _ 
bene enough to Gert it: But did he never heb 
of any who were called God, tho” ſubordinate to the 


ab 0 me GOD: Did he never read of à Perſon's: 
called'God, who had yet one to be a GO to 


Chin, it being wanifeſt —4 he muſt be excepted” 
from the al over which Chriſt i is, who ſer him over * 
_ other things. 
+ - Eqtapares, Þſ; 2 «il. 25. with Heb, . 10. And: ales. 
7 Lrd'i in the beg inning baſt laid the Foundation of the Earth, 
| lhe Pliny 28,5 Work of thy Hands, He ſays ; The 
ſame thing that is 4 Le de is ſpoken alſo 
7 hriſt ebe Creator, And can that be any wonder? Is it 


= not eaſy to obſerve the ſame in many other Inftagces,. 
When a Perſon: does a thing by anpther? Is not the 


= fame Deſtruction of Sbm attributed to Jehovah and the 
= two Angels?” And the 8 Perſons attributed to 
74 Cuts tho* it was immediately done only by his Di- 
ciples 3 nd — ſays he farther; tbe — and 
tte Earth are ſaid to be the Works of G0 D“ s own Hands, 
wech will n0t admit the making them by Chriſt is be as /by an- 
ww ; Hai. xlviii. es. wen Iv. 12. Frog — 
4 h if it was done by another, it and 
| exprefl 2 claim d to bi wk I cannot t 
_ e may form 5 an 


A. | 
: dug L 2 


Son as an intelligent Agent, imploy d by the Father, and 
| _—_— to him in making 2 World; and as cred-' 

all things by a Power desde And this 
wil, I believe, be found as much the Senſe of the 
dncient Fathers, as thb other Explication he bdt now 
refer d to dens Moſt gladly would I know in 
what'Senſe he will allow char G D made the Worlds 
: bie Son, if he will not admit of my Acenunt- 116 


en Father and Son are equally the Fountain of that 

ower by which the Worlds were created; I em ſee no 
undation or room for ſuch an Expreſſion; anditinigzht 
by the Fa- 
gument 


WO ke bare been ſaid the Son made 
I it not ſtränge that fuch! 
e built upon that Meta of the 
2 What can he think is meint by this, when hd 
concerning either Father or Son, but their Power? Thus 
e Heavens and the Earth were made by the Hands, 
the wer of the of the Son, and cottſequently by che 
the Father, y fie che Son's Power "was deri- 


* 


by chem e made all. 


Inc, lib. v. — fs of 2 N N | 4 \ 
Auſtin upon the ayy and. pon the 
= «he {pea ER raed | 
; wham he m by accent uit 
1 as 2110 ppoſe he wil a r When 
= their Heinen lein pac I will, not con- 
= tent my ſelf Ie: Lies ar * make 


theſe e ne 28 Are 1. ſuppoſing it 
difficult to give a tat Account of t 
in which theſe e ops Nala are eb ie 1 5 


* = 


ed, we. have xrea{on — Jun 
may frequently oblerve th 10 
Citations. And 8 45 Lg e natice of a 1 
— (eva ich Jem, on, Micah v. 2. bas con- 
cerning this. That Meth s Teſtimony agrees nei: 
— | 
4 * y nothing of it; 7 having a 
mind to-xeprove t be aue, Seribes an a 
A prieſts in | vending, © Scripture yh Jag down the. 
©. Words b de.chay utter d then, But there are fome Mi 
©; who afſert, tha in almoſt the elan that 
dare cited aut af the 014 2 there is ſome 
«ſuch: Miſtake, that either the Order, or the Words 
< are:chavged, 1 che vexy, Senſe. is diffe-. 
2 222 rregpteter lifts erting down their = | 
Teſtimonies nat out but hy 6 7 
x ich ometimes fails Men, Lei us 
chere ſore explain, Heabreu. 1 am APE t9 think he he 
fpike hisiown. Mind, which I take to be 95 injurious 


* other f 


to the N : But the 5. 18 e of jt, 
22 even ed an 1 ax / Wire as 
he Diiealighs amel bee Ge. e 
1 2 of theſe s 
3 —_— able to; 5 my folf concerning 5 | 


fre Glenn th 


. 


6 wet Ir 


._ _ ' Ru) 
be defightd:” Nor am 1 . | 
cation a xi. 1. which we meet unh, Mamb., Il. x 
Nor does it ſeem at all more elear to — | 
2 o not there of the Muclins, than it does that 
Almiſt ſpeaks not of Chriſt, But as I would set 
Ant che'A Nase ut t kt be urgedb in dag Oſe 
t prove the 2s are ſo nor Would Rache | 
other allow, that Chrif can thereby be prov'd che'$d-. 
preme or Original Creator. © The JENS Writers 
could not miſtake in their Int ; but une 
we 24 their Light, we enunet yore certalyy how, 
and in what telpe@ they brought ſuch * — 
The utmoſt then that can be made of this Argument, = 
Fappoling ng we could not anſwer itz 4s; chat here i . 
Text of Setipture we don t underſtand, and which ..\ 
we dare not ſo ;nteepreraots make it cantradict a great I 
many clear ones. 2. Tobſerve tharthis Interpromtion 
of our Author does not ſeem well to comport with the 
Sacred Writers Reaſoning. His Def gu - 7 pie tec de 
© OO IS ſtiam ReVi- : 
W. Bop,” Hewing thetn that Qbrift was the molt E. Y 
 cellent ger whom G0 D ever imploy'l 5'and | L 
de ds 2 good Part of the Two fir Obaptergin 1 
ſhewing particularly, that he js made ſo much Girrer tu 
be Angels, ai be bath by Inberitane obtain d d move extelledn” 
Name thay they ; that being the Propofition, 034: 3 


he ſets him if to prove. And why ſhould 
fe uſe ſucha Circurmtotution,” wit by dre: 
gchar he was the 6 G0, if he intended 5 


His Arguments te prove him ſo? Ihe had ferted an 
provid that; there could — no doubt that the g 
O was ſuperior to Angels. What tieed'wir th here 
for his uſing ng Arguments to prove him to be 
is a Jon, and as exalted the Father, &? How 
different is the 1 this ethan takes? And ts 
oY not like <a] pie Writer would hive 8 
ſame, and wal e ſet down Hs 
the Son” ible 8 D with the Fa 5 
really had that in view? Inftead of this. when” Re 
pes s the e greateſt things of him, bechoofes to 1 
him ag fubbrdinate, and inferior to G OD the 
1 2s bis Meffenger by whom he ſpike, as iy Gon, | 
as one whont he has appointed Heir of alf inge: 
Ind 3s the the CO Ws wo kaution ug 
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; Error of the preſent Times, 
Sd _—_—_ There, where: his Argument ſhould lead 
him 


bim to rziſe his Character to the higheſt, ſpeak 

of 25 primary Creator, but as he by.wbom Ged 

: OY Worlds. + 3. The Words in the ci Pſalms: 9 
cf a fingle Perſon, as appears by Thos, and T 


Aud the Apoſtle; under the Conduct of the H 
_ _ Ghoſt, has let us know that Perſon is the Son, we 
muſt underſtand the Palm to ſpeak, in thoſe. Verſes 
(cited, of the Son only. 4. * the Plalmiſt makes 
uſe of this as an Argument, aſſigus no parti- 
cular Reaſon why it: muſt — N the Son ; 
tis reaſenable to ſuppoſe that he rw went upon | 
che Interpretation he knew to be receiv'd Nr ary 
Flreus, that that part of the Pſalm related to Chriſt. 
But had they ĩmagin d that it ſpoke of Chriſt as the | 
Supreme God, they could not have had the leaſt 
doubt whether he were higher than the Angels, or 
— 751 were bound to adhere; to him, and = 
he brooght, rather than to the Meſſage of 
any Angels. 5. I think à very rational Account has 
e how theſe Verſes may be underſtood as 
if OR Father; to the Son. Plain Chriſtianity Des 
ended III. p 40, 44. { 
"> Page 10. — — 4. 2.8. Unto the Son he lich. 
. 0 G0 D, is for ever and cver: but had he 
_ added the next Vaſe, i it would have been manifeſt that 
_ this God, had aritther to be a GOD- to him, and 
who anointed him, and gave him this Power. 1 
Hie gites wo Derglogies to the Son, and ſays, The . 
ſore Aon rio of Praiſe are made to the Sn, as to tbe Father. 
He mould have ſaid to the Mediator, that wa ſh d us i in 
his Blood. . And the Text which he brings for this, 
8 — ſet down, , ſhows that this ww owing to 
the Father, and not to his own original 
Rig to ſuch Honqur;; Jobs v. 2 2. The. Father bath cam- 
al Judgment ro 'the Son, that all honour the . 
„even us they honour the Father. The Honour which is 
* Conſequence of a Gift, cannot be *. to * 
1 is owing we Giver, - % | 
e compares Iſai. vi. 1, 9. wit Jobe xii. A209 
and Ad, xxvili. 25; 26. And by the like A t he 
may prove Moſer and aiab to be two more Perſons in 
the by A Rom. x. 19; 20, 21. with. 
Dat. xxxii. 21. | and Ji. Izv 3 2. : Page 
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1 e 1. — OT l 
: = which may well be underſtood as other = 3 
ew Names, Shanmmab, Sc. ie import. qe 
-£9D. the Tauber jo with ua by Co ow 65 
. 5 ” ; BY +! hs 5 
He ex 4, viii. — 14. wich 3 | 
. ii. 7,8. FA ſa ys he, Chriſ "I Son : 


| 1 and a Rock of office, © ſtiled the - 
There is 2 privy: Y 
4 "Conſequeatana theſe. The e Tea Scripture 9 
are frequently ſudden and zing, and with as lit- _ 
tile Warning 28 ſupp ed here in this Place. 1 „ 
will give one plain Inftance, x Jobs iii. x. Behold uhr <Q .- 
manner of of Love t | — fs Verſe 3. Aud _. = 
7 e know that be was Iman i feſted to take away our Sins; and in 
is no Sin. Twould be very abſurd from hence, to 
argue the Apoſtle ſpeaks of the Manifeſtation of the 
Father, and yet the Father only ig mention d before 
y begins {{ I; 
1s made Jul the ſame way, by Him, or Hu, tho Chriſt 
is not before expreſly nam d, that thoſe Pronouns ſhould 
relate to him. The Scope and chief Subject of any 
Writer is often ſufficient to account for his introducing 
it in ſuch a Manner. And more 4 may:this.. 
be ſuppoſed in dark and obſcure Prophefies. He 
do we meet with this Expreſſion in them, ud. , 
| Day, with relation to the Times of the Meſſas,"thatne * 
mention is made before of Hi his Sealing Ne 
herein the Apoſtle has imitatedithem, in like 
manner of the - uy ſhouldibe — — — 
Chriſtians, under this. Title, that Day, tha he had 
mentzon'd no Day before, 2 Tim. i. 12. And: in like 
1 nk being one principal Subject of Iſaiab's . 
heſy, he is e incroduc'd with do other 
eſcription than ſuch a HE. Thus Iſai. xvi. g, and —— þ 
5 i Mercy ſpall the Throne 'd, and He ſhall Ju apou £ | 
4 


4 * 1 believe no one will doubt this HE, is 
| and. yet let a Man read the former Part of 5 
ma © Ola = the whole er Chapter, when \'Y 
the Burd _—_ Moat, that is, this of the Propheſy = 
egins, — he will not find the leaſt hint * 2 
Mah in it. But the HE is to be underſtood to relate 
to the great Perſon whom, G O D was in general pro- 
mifing, and whoſe Times he was foretelli ing * this 


*7% l | Pro- 
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\ Prophet. And in like meiner is the HE eg be ex: 
plain d, Jai. viii. 14. 2 Een 
pot concerning hin who is erly the Lord of Hoſts. 
-And if this Writer will but look forward in the Chap- 
ker, to v. 17, 18. perhaps he may be willing to iow 
fuck ſudden Tranſitiens. The Prophet is genera 
—_—_— to ſpeak in his own Name, v. 17. f 
| the LORD that bideeh bis Face from the Houſe of 
— and I will look for hem. But the A has let 
2s know, Heb. ii, "15. that the Words which immiedizre. 
ly. follow, tho they run in the fame Stile, are the 
Words of Chriſt; Behold I, and the Chitdves whom rhe 
LORD bach given me, Sc. Tſaich who had — 
bis on Perſon, v. 17. does i in, the 18th, wit 
Gage the Change, fp exk in the Perſon of Chef. 
not che nf Intention of being choughtro 
be the Chriſt. 
Next we have ai, ix. 6. 1 Tine, ii 16. Col. 11. 9. put 
together, and followed with this Remark, p. 12. 0%, 
that 1 a Child born, made of a Woman, was alſo, in hit 
Diuine Nature, the mighty GOD. [He ſhould have faid @ 
zighty G 0 D, there being no Article prefix'd, and that 
—— cannot be doubted from other Scriptures] 
De : For the OR D, — G OD, was 
 "_ 57 his is true, only it ought to be'remem- 
ber the he was « GOD, yet Aisvot fad, that God, 
F hom be was: in the Beginning] and os bis dwells 
all ehe Fulnefs of thei@adbead bodily, eſſentially, as fome, or 
in bis Body a in a Temple, ſo other Interpreters 5 but not ſo 
4 to be limitud to the . But 1 the Apoſtle's 
Meaning is plain, that this Fulneſs dwelt in him Seb 
 flantially ; and not T — or like a Shadow, Thus 
be en alas himſelf, v. 17. Hbich [Ceremonies before 
mention We e but the BODY 
15 of Chriſt. I fee no Reaſon to doubt that this Fulneſs' 
is a Fulneſs of Grace and Truth, John i i. 14. all chat Ful 
neſs wherewith he fills us, John i. 16. which is called 
allbe Faulneſs of GOD, wherewith Chriſtians are ſaid'to | 


be fred, Eph. iii. 19. tho I fu 


ppoſe they are not GOD 
tos j ar tis equivalent to al the Treaftrer of Midom and. +. 
Knowledge, \ which are faid to be bid in bim, Col. ii. 3. 
But tet that be as it will, tis ſuch a Fulneſs as duell 
W e 9 1. 19. „ 
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e e 
gether ſome. Texts concerning GOD? 
the only Saviour, and Chriſt's bein « ED "i 
en adds, From theſe Scriptures ob bat there is 


i 
5 
him, 


— 


d no Saviour a” 


are 
= 


N 


| | „ Wen 
I don't think Nee neceſſary to ſpeak particularly to hie 
two next ſer of "Texts. Let but the Stile of 3 
cath be obſeryed, that when one Perſon does a Thins 
m another, the Thing it {elf is attributed to eicher of 
them indifferently, as Chriſt is ſaid to Baptize,- tho 
he did it not, but is Diſciples, Jobn iv. 1, 2. and there 
will be no difficulty in underſtanding why, when Chriſt 
me, the Father, who was repreſented by him, may 
8 laid to come alſo; or why Cbriſt's Way, may be 
called the Lord's, that is, the Fathers. 


. * 1 


FHis next Obſervation, p. 13. relates to Chriſt's beida 

| alle the Firſt, and the L* This, ſays he, is 4 = 

| gb Title of GO D, to. be the Firſt, and the Laſt, (he 

| Cauſe, aud the laſt End.) And 7 this ; aſtribed tu our þ | 
Saviour, ro him that ſaith, with: reſpe# to his Human Maura, 
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no more, as I think, than this, that he is the only Me- 


| Foyt} that when we ſay any Perſon or Thing is both 


£ ; 200751 bumanarum. 
2 hor. xxviii. 26. w ch. ix. 29. ch. XXV. 25. 
F * and I Chron. XXI 


All ii. 36. And fince he muſt therefore be Lord under 
80 D, and the only formal Reaſon of his Right t 


| Worſhip terminates on the Father, here is borhing 


ws Rim: iv. 10, 11. be ſays : That Subjeflion whith is claims 


ment muſt *. ee _ God 5 ek reſolv'd t 


= b I * : . a 
. — 
1 4 o 
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alt hö was dead, and is alive, 1 dockt believe his In- 
terpretation of the Firft, and the Laſt, to be juſt. If che 
Soñ is begotten of the Father, the Father alone mußt 


de the firſt Cauſe; and he is certainly the lat End too, 


"Fihce all the Honour paid to the Son is to the Is 


of GOD the Father; and terminates on him, Phil. ii. , 
and one of the" Texts compared here by this Autho — 


ſeems to me to be againſt his Interpretation: I mean . 


1 xli. 4. 1 the Lord, the Firſt, ani wich the Laſt, I ant 


How does with the Laſt, fignify the laſt End? And: 


the next Text ſe to determine what the Senſe is, 
Fai: xliv. 6. I am the Firſt, and I am the Laſt; and befidet 


? 


there is no G O D. Compare Iſai. xliii. 10. The Fir 


and the Loſt therefore, when ſpoken of G OD; ſects 
to import this, that he is the only GOD: And in 
| like manner when tis ſpoken of the Mediator, as tis 


when ſpoken of him that w4i dead and & alive, it imports 
diator. I think this is familiar in our common way 


the firſt and the laſt, we mean that he, or it, is the only 
ine, or all of that ind. Thus Livy, lib. r. c. 28. ſpeak- 
ing of Metixs's being torn aſunder when he was ty d to 
to Chariots driven contrary ways, calls it, Prien at- 
ue illud ſupplicium apud Romamos, evtempli parum me- 


o Firſt ind Laſt are put for Al, 


Tis true, | as he ob rves, þ 14. GOD « filed Lerl 
*But the Reaſon by Oi io is tiled ſo, is 
uſe GOD bu made bim 904 as. well as Cheilt? 


our Worſhip, is the Gift of the Father, and all this 


like GOD's giving his Glory to another 
Page 15. Upon ſetting down Iſai. xly. 23. an 


the Lord Jehovah, s the the Apoſtle Paul applied to Chriſt. 
e 1 roves uf that ol ta Rand 
before the Judgment Seat a1 0 Chin and. his A | 


Knee Hall bow to him, 4s nd thit Tex 
Aud finte all do it flor Wl willid * 


4 . . * 4 5 4 
A „ 
( 25 y 
1 * "x4 k 5 * 


3 To . * K 
certain, that he 


dgment Seat of Chrift. 


will call Men to an Account, and te 

their coſt force them to itf and fince tis only by 
hriſt, that he will call Men to an Account, and jadge 

them it hence follows,” that we muſt all fand Before 


the Ju Ma | 
* Ui. ſets. down Iſa. xlvi. 5, 9. to ſhew there is none 


like GOD; andcompates them with ſome in the New 
Teſtament, where Chrift is fpoken of as like GOD: 


To which I anſwer, that Likeneſs is an 7 e 


Term, and ſometimes it fignifies ale. and ſome- 
en 


times a Reſemblante; and when a Likenefs of Equality 
is deny'd, yet there might be a Likeneſs of Refem- 
blance. Thus GOD ſays of Job, Chap. i. 8. There is 
none like him in the Earth, a ferfeft and an upright Man, one 
that feareth G O D, and eſcheweth Evil. That is, there 
was none equally Good; but ſure the World was not 

— bad, as that there was not another perfect and 
upright · Man, that feared GOD, Oc. that did refem- 
ble bim. And yet here the Expreſſion is . ex- 


of 


which ſoever is underſtood to be referr'd to, 1 Jobs ij 
2. and yet as to a Reſemblance, Ve ſhall be Lhe bin 


for we ſpall fee him as be is, But let us ſee his Obe | 


vation, P. 16. Chriſt was as much in the Form of GOD, 
and truly GOD, as be was in the HH 4 Servant, and 
truly a Servant, Is this then the meaning, that Chef 

was in his own For? It would be range indeed, 
if any Thing ſhould not be ſo. | Where does he meet 
with any ſuch Expreſſion concerning "the Father? 
What need is there to underſtand the geege Gf, to 


any more than the Reſemblance of a Man? And if this 


Writer thinks, that Chriſt was truly # Kruunt, and that 
of 4 Servant, let him 


is meant by his being is the 
tell us whoſe Servant, or 


* 


ave, as the Word- fignifies, 


he was. Tam apt to think this Firm of a Servant, he is "ES. 
laid to have taken upon _ is to be explained mw 1 
. thoſe 


t Chapter, ſhews; that tis ſuch a Likeneſs uf" 
Equality, as is deny'd to belong to any one. In ſue. 
2 Senſe, we ſhall never be like the Father, or Chrift; 


e ene to , Iſa. xlvi. 9. and the 5th 4 


— 


import more than his being the Image of GOD, Wo 
uſed to 'appeat in bis Name, and repreſent, Him? 
When the LXX. juſtly enough render that 'Paſfige, 

Ija, xliv. 13. He maketb it, as nogplu dude, the Ff 


) 


| 


(26 | 

thoſe kind and condeſcending Offices he did to Men; 

upon the Account of which he ſays of himſelf to his 

Diſciples, Luk? xxii. 27. I am among you (not a Servant 

but) as be that ſerveth. What greater Inflance of this, 

than his waſhing his Diſciples Feet? And yet he was 

not then properly a Servant, but their Lord and Ma- 

fer, as he ſays then to them, John xiii. 13, 14. Ye call 

me Lord and Maſter, and ye ſay well; for ſo 1 am. 4 1 

then your Lord and Maſter, have waſhed your Feet, &c. 

This Writer truly adds, that He was ſo much the expreſs 

Image of bis Perſon, that he who bad ſeen him, bad ſeen the Fa- 

ther : But what that is to his Purpoſe I don't under- 

2 unleſs he would thereby prove him to be the 
ather. E | | | 

His next Argument is, GOD our Maker is our Hus- 

band, in the Prophet, Iſa. liv. 5. And Chriſt our Redeemer 

the one Husband, to whom we are eſpouſed, by rhe Apoſtle, 

2 Cor. xi. 2. When Men are pleaſed to argue from 

ſuch Metaphors, I think they ſhould explam them? 

And when this Aut nor will do ſo here, there will 

be no great difficulty in making the two Expreſſions 

Free. If he conſiders GOD's being a Husband, as 

Importing the Authority he has to rule and 8 

as the LX X. rom, and the Vulgar Latin render the 

ext to that Purpoſe, *twill be eaſy to account, 

pow this may be ſaid either of the Father, or of 

Chriſt ; and ſo will it be in any other Senſe, the 

Figure will bear, Let me add, that as the Prophet 

ſpeaks of 600 being x Huzband to the Jeus, we 


— 


wy 


c \ 
* 
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pbets [upon Chriſt He means] In St. Peter, 1 Per. 
1. 11. The Spirit of Chriſt, He has here drawn no Con- 

© 4 © clufion; but his general one is, I ſuppoſe, to be un- 
lo 0 derſtood, therefore Chriſt is the Lord Jehovab. And 


2 


by exactly theoſame Argument, The Spirit is the 
— Spirit of the Father, Matth. x. 20. Rom. viii. 11. And 
che Spirit is the Spirit of Chriſt, ergo, Chriſt is the 


| | 1 
N W | ; 2 „F. 17. 
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P. 17 Our Faith and Truft hi une with bas Leg 
Faith and Truſt in G0 D. He 20 Fg eſe, where 
they are right, are inſeparable, it had been ſome (+ — 
what: But tis ſtrange, at theſe two ſhould be the F 
ſame. Our Faith and Truſt in Chriſt, axe in pig 10 l 1 
Mediator; and have we 1 ſuch Faith and Truft in 
GOD? I ſuppoſe by ys Ter. xvii. 5, J. he would b . 
infinuate, hs our T'ruſt and Faith in Chriſt, unleſs he "FS 
be Jcbovab, the Supreme God, is condemned; but that's | —— 
his Miſtake; far when we truſt in GOPinothred, 
our Faith does not terminate upon him, but upon that 
GOD who anointed him. He that believeth*ouw me, be. 
lieveth not on me, Hut on bim that ſent me, John Kii. 44. 
And when our Faith is in his Meſſengers, and the Meſ- 
ſages they bring, we don't truſt in Man, but in GO 
And thus, tho Moſes was not the Lord 75 5 5.15 
GOD ſays to him, Exod. Xix. 9. Lo 2 un to ſ I 
thic & Clu, that the People” may bear oben 7 1 44.346. 


and. lieve in thee for e ever. An ſo the good : * 
phat ſays to Judah, 2 Chron. xx: _ on ; 12 N 
your GOD, fo 7 . = abliſhed 5 belithe* t 55 Pros „ ela, 4 
phets, ſo ſhall ye proſp ye terre the' Word in; l 
in both Places, 8 'tis in the Hebteu; and. yet Nie a, 

** ＋. * 


Moſes, and the Prophets were but Men. So apain 
G OD's Word A l We? and ele ve PAO 
58 EY 1? /fF XY 
ven of Heavens tannot contain him. Nor i Is it ald, that .* A 
G OD alone fills Heaven and Earth, in the Tex ke. 2 * "2 


miſt often declares, he ho 1. 
has cited. How a Spitit Hils an Place, we — 2% 


p. 17, Doth GOD fill Haun We 

24. So doth Chriſt :. is with his? Peop ble "it 6 

and filleth all Things, Tis not 4 6 true, Mar 908 

not: And twill be bard «iy cis [riter, to TED. 

Hſe, Spirits working be the, Children ef Di 
"That our Saviou e with e by 


fills Heaven aud irth; but that Heaven, the 
Spirit, we. know, but hit! elſe, we are not Able to 


determine; nor how He as Mediator fills alt Things 
only this is, T think, certain from the Apoſtle, t at 
this filling them was a Conſequence of his Denth and 
e Eph. A 

509 4 gives bis People a Heart to know. him, Jer. 
e G5 chr * them an Underſtanding to know, bm 


likewiſe, 1 John v. 20, He > 7 the Heart of Lydia. To 


— 2 : 
4 : » na 


which 


- ( 28 Ty 
x * . . \ wich. him R add, that the Apoſtle Pagl was 
s 2 715 do was. equiyalent, to open Mens Eyes, 
N. (oy! turn Sy iy Fo Dark e Light, and from the! Power 
of to GOD, Als XXVi. 18. Compare Neb. 
ap. vüi. 16, 17, 19. & ix. 22. 
5 1. Th G0 ij the Lord [Jehovah] bat will ſave bis People, 
ER. Hoſ.. 1. % And Chrift the Lord [Kyer©-] is their. Saviour, 
=. F | the wy their eternal Salvation, Luke ii. 11. Heb. v. 
_ ef 
1 ic pp rely enough their Saviour, tho' a ſubordi- 
nate One 3 5 uy e is properly, that Lord Jehovab 
= . of b Hoſea, does by no means follow; but on- 
= - G N hos the Perſon Abb he would imploy in 


I Johnfliy. 14, Apd will he be willing, that 

85 binds 7 Arguments. wuld be 1 7 Ta us 
that is our Saviour was made perfect thro' 

85 SOD the F 5 our Saviour: There; 

F. der f he lays 57 Streſs up- 


Al 60D 2, e qught-to confider, that ſuch, Expreſſi- 
e £quent LN Holy, (cripture, when yr erent 
lan i nat mean 


ö BY. 
7.0 D pojered out the Holy ( 25 Joel ii, 27, 28. ri 
rec edt hon on, by Diele Jahn xx. 22. And had 
ese d andther o ki 115 more fully, the Thing 


moſt 174 9 8 Reader, 
bt iy 47 0 1. p< 
Tee the nf e Promiſe 0 
1 this, 11 * wow {ce « ana pol 7 1 
ſets down J _Whoſoever a. 

1 th Lon [Je an} ol he ved, FP 
Row, 1. 25 Fe. Tarn $ cite, 
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> 
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Cay 


In my 


7% 


_ pf Ueki 1 155 edſon for, there 

pet Nn Ty + where: tis 

| n * ike ie erked ip Rom. x. 13. 
bar 1 Keck clear | t 1 SE. 


pol e My as ore. al. 
24 5 bs 55 there is no Difference berweey e 4, 5 | 


the Geerks £ 5 r che ſame Lord o 
ont er hm, Where is the Dj iculty: of un 


15. Lord all ef e F e 


i truly and _ Properly their GOD ani Saviour, . 


Veg qþ 1 7 * The Fagher ſn the Son, to be the Saviour of 


— 5 — ion, a 15 55 "7 will [avs fm the Lord - 


| 
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the Terms of that 25 he granted both to 
Gentiles, to himſelf? 2 then cites the OY 
Prophet, as a Proof, Fo 


q 


15 | 


boſoever ſball call up If 5: aa. 
the Lord, ſhall be ſave 22 if 155 be Arier 2 
e Father, is it 45 a full Proof? If the Prophet ſpake 1106 . 
3 this very Time, when GOD would pour out l 
irit upon all Fleſh, Gentiles, as well as Jews, as 
1 eſtimony, that the true Worſhippers of him, NN 
whatever Nation, ſhould be accepted by him, is 
this home to the Apoſtle's Purpoſe? I know 'tis ur- 
ed, that the Apoſtle ſpeaks of Faith in nei, 8572 n 
le whole Chapter, But I don't ſee, why m 
cation will not Mike the Citation fit the A by Og 
fign; fince they who ſo oye upon 12. of 
the F ather, as to be ſaved, mult be ſy poſed to 
upon him in his preſcrib'd Way, viz. thro' the 
wor Jeſu Chriſt : So that Faith in Chriſt muſt be 5 im. 
however it be not directly expreſs'd, Lhe ox. 
A Argument is, that Chrift is Objeft of my RY 


Tons Invocation : 2: Whic is very true; and hes ſo. a [ I 
Mediator only, for any Thing hitherto produced fro ; 
the Scri 85 and . as Mediator, he is ifs eG ge 2 7 A 
Preme "x: a | 2 — 
P. 20. Tro ws, Prop het is. here (Mic. v. 2 2 2 af | v2? 4.4 
Chriſt's Nativity, yet he fern bis Eternity. He is from Bo - -— 
verlaſting to Everlaſting ; tho I LY not deny the 
have beg of the Logos, 050, fo r oug gt 1 ay 
have Nob eternally derived from he Father fs 
J muſt own, 1 Jon” t think the . e of the 
; Pray het Jae 1 prove, it. His Wa 
| oings forth have. been, L , 
| . * 12 Old, from Everlaſting. 5 eh 
dpwn TRAP aces ;, but will content my elf a with a 
few that will ſhew, how ſhort this comes of 
Proof af gur Author's Aſſertion, Mic: vii. 20. 
the Truth to. Jacob, and tbe Mercy to A 
Hes beſt Twers to. ter Farker: AN. N 
member 1 


ate not of Eternit J. E Df 5+ 1 res. 

IR of Old ; not from Eternity. 
Ia, xlv. 2 f. T9 A hes from ANCIENT. TIME? 
* 2785 ng And for the other Expreſſion, which 
from Everlg 1 {ek 2 which I ſuppoſe. this 

thor . 5 the chic Streſs, as many. others do, who 
10h er to gur Marginal Reading, he Days of Bg, tis 
cer · 


| (39) 

_ certain, it is F F when it can have no ſuch 

- - Signification, and imports no more than of Old. $0 
Mic. vil. 14. Let jtbem feed in Baſhan, and Gilead, as in 
the Days of Old, T/a. Ixiii. 9. Amos ix. 11. And fo in 


ing Places, Dent. xxx1ii. 15. Ia. Ii. g. Mal. iii, 4. Up- 
on the whole, it ſeems very doubtful to me, whether 

the goings forth here ſpoken of, are any other than the 
Appearances he made of Old to the Farriarchs: S. 
Ky A ile next compares Zech. xi. 12, 13. with Marth. 


| xXV11. 9. adding his Remark : The Prophet here tells us, 
Jo t was the Lord [Jehovah] that was thus value; and that 


frat i e, Chriſt, as St. Matthew applies it. It would be very 
e d, if a primary and chief Article of the Chriſtian 
77 Religion, were to be learnt from ſuch uncertain and 


\ obſcure Compariſons of Texts. In anſweF, T obſerve, 


þ.. - _\ * Zechariah, to be a Prophecy of that Event related by 
Mathew. A Difference is to be made between the Ap- 
”, . - ., Plications of the Scripture, when tis ſaid ſuch a Thing 
bas done, That it might be fulfilled, which neceſſarily 
vimplies, that the Words are a Prophecy of that very 
Ching; and when tis only ſaid, Then was fulfill d: For 
his Caſe, there is no abſolute Neceſſity, that the 


* 4a) 


=_ p: 7 2 „ wore than this, that thoſe Words will ſerve de- 


ey elf to express the preſent Event.” Thus when St. 
—-  >Matthew, Chap, . 1 18. applies the Prophecy of 'Je- 
mea, Ch. xxl 15. concerning the Mourning for the 
ui Caprivity, to the Mourning that was upon He- 


p. 4-Eonly ſays, Then was fulfilld; meaning, that tho* that 


FR” /tocxpreſs, what I am now ſpeaking of: And 'twould 
de greéat Folly to argue, that they who wept in Herod's 
5+? 1. Time, were the ſame who wept in Jeremiab's, or that 


\ Feflainent, in the New, and particularly that now un- 


W gare we to under ſtand many other Citations of the Old 


der Confideration, Which is Brought in, only in this 
Manner, Then wit fulfild that which was ſpoken. 2. This 


Author is mfftaken, in ſuppoſin „that 'twas the Lord 
J ubovab, that was thus valued; For it was the Prophet 
- | Ercharial himſelf. And I ſaid unis them, If ye thin good, * 


give 


x the Chalde, Exra iv. 15, 19. Compare alſo the follow 


1. That there 1s no need of ſuppoſing the Words in 


Pords ſhould be ſuch a Prophecy, or eng any 


rrvrod's murdering the young Children at Berblebem, He 


$ 2 Prophecy bfanother Event, twill ſerve very well 


either of them were Rachel. And in ſuch a Latitude, 
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ve me my Price; and if not, forbear : So they weighed for 

| Price thirty Pieces of Silver. 25 the Fo roy nent a 
| - Caſt it unte the Potter, And who is that me, to wh 

Mech ſpake? Is it not plainly the Frophet, . 

* before in the firſt Perſon; I ſaid, Give m. a6 
ire? 3. This Author's Objection proceeds from hir UNC 

not obſerving that thoſe Words, And the Lord ſaid unts 

me, Caſt it unto the Potter, are to be read in a Pareutbeſi 3 2 

and the Connection is then eaſy; So they weighed for m] 

Price thirty Pieces of Silver, . a goodly Price that Iuas prized at - 

by them. And I took the thirty Pieces of Silver, and caſt - 

them to the Potter in the Houſe of the Lord. 4. What mad 

Work will this Gentleman's way of interpreting Scrip- 

ture, make in this Place? For if he allows, that this | 

was — _ - yam nu * _ * he mult 2. 

prove that Chriſt was Zechariab: And if he will hol | 

P cl \ | 
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to his own Aſſertion, and ſay, that he that was valued 
was Jehovab, he muſt likewiſe ſay, that he that caſt theo 1 
- . thirty Pieces to the Potter was Jhovab ; and conſe 7 oY 
quently, that the Chief Prieſts, according to St. Mar- N 
thew's Application were Jebovah. 6 ed. 
The ſame is the Lord Jehovah, in Zechariah, Chap. xii. 
10. Which is Chrift in K. John, Chap. xix. 30. ä 
the Jews pierced. See how natural tis, for this Author 
to fall into the Scripture-way of ſpeaking. . Tis indeg 
proper enough to ſay, the Jews pierced him, as th, 
inſtigated and urged thoſe who did it, tho' not they, * 
but the Romans were the immediate Actors in piercing © 
and crucifying him. See Dr. Mhh Note upon Joke 
*xix. 31. How many Arguments would be quite ſpoil- 
ed, if this Gentleman would allow the Scripture to 
uſe ſuch a way of ſpeaking, as he ſcruples not to uſe 
himſelf! But as to the Argument; Grotius tells ue, 
that ſome Books read wN. for WN, they ſpall ! 
(not on me, but) en bim whom they pierced, And this 
I am perſwaded is the true reading. For, 1. This 
agrees beſt with the next Words, Aud they ſball mourn 
for bim. 2. This is 'confirmed by St. Jobn, who cites 
the Words exactly according to thoſe Copies. And 
again another Scripture ſaith, They ſball look on him 
whom they pierced, John xix. 37. Compare Rev. i. 7. _ - 
Page 21. Chriſt is repreſented, Zech. x11. 2. 0 be God's | 
Shepherd as Man; bs Fellow as God. The Reaſon is, be. 
cauſe the Evangeliſt, Matth. xxvi. 3t, applies the laſt 
BETS TUTT 2 3H G1 | Pact 
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Fpuͤsrt of that Verſe in the Prophet to Chriſt, To this 
0: *Fanſwer, 1. That tis doubtful whether any Part of 
| 75 8 lobe Verſe in Zechariab is ſpoken directly and peculiarly ' 
christ; and conſequently whether: any thing pe- 
* culiar concerning him can be inferr d from it. Nor is 
here any thing in St. Mattherw's Citation, that neceſſi · 
tates our ſuppoſing the Words were ſpoken with a 
primary or direct Reference to Chriſt. Thus he writes: 
Then ſaith Jeſus unto them, All ye ſball be offended begauſe of 
me cha Night : for it is ritten, 1 will ſmite the Shepherd, and 
the Sheep of #he Flock, ſpal / be ſcattered abroad, Which 1 
think may very well be thus paraphras'd : * Nor can 
it be any wonder that you ſhould be offended for my 
© ſake, ſince I ſhall this Night be betray'd, and treat- 
TA _ © ed ina very different Manner from what you ever ſaw, 
* or can expect. It can't be ſtrange that when I come 
| to ſuffer my ſelf, A who have adhered to me, 
. s ſhould be ſo terrified by my Sufferings, as to forſake _ 
me: for this is what, may — expected, it 
© being uſual in any the like Caſe, as particularly that 
« when God threatens other Shepherds, ſaying by the 
Prophet, I will ſmite the Shepherd, and the Sheep 
© ſhall be ſcattered abroad. See Dr. Whitby on the 
Place. 2. Suppoſing the latter Part of the Verſe were 
feng d primarily to refer to Chriſt; yet there is no 
© * Neceffity that the reſt of the Verſe, and particularly 
"the Words fo much infifted on, ſhould refer to him 
alſo. I have obfery'd before how ſudden, the Tranſi- 
tions many times are in the Prophets from one Subject 
to another, and if there is any thing ſaid of Chriſſ at 
all, tis evident there muſt be ſuch an one in this Place, 
either at the Beginning, or in the Middle of the Verſe. 
And who can pretend to be poſitive about ſo dark a 
Matter ? and yet certainly a Man ought to be ſo, who 
would build an Argument upon it. Let any Man read 
what goes before in the Prophet, and he will, I am 
perſwaded, fee as much Reaſon to think the firſt Clauſe 
of the Verſe is connected in Senſe with the former i © 
Verſes, and is a ſevere Threatning againſt falſe Pro- 
Phets, as he will ſo ſuppoſe it connected with the laſt 
'Claufe, and belongs to Chriſt. There are ſeveral 
Commentators, who, tho? far enough from my Opi- 
nion, yet ſuppoſe this relates to * N in general, 
and ſhow how it may be underſtood to be true of them, 
PS as 


: El of Chtiſt. I confeſs it rather ſeems to me 


m the Context to relate wholly to Falſe Prophets : 


And indeed if the Word that we rendet 9 Hl. %. 
were tobetaken inthe Senſe that is put upon it by this B &z 3 
Author, it might well enough be underſtood to be ; 7 
Sarcaftically concerning the Falſe Prophets, Who inva- = 


ded the Divine Prerogative- of foretelling Things to 
come, and making Diſciples for themſelves... Bur 3. 
Should it be bowled that the whole Verſe; and cou 
ſequently the Clauſe under Conſideration, related ſole- . 
ly to Chriſt ; yet would not this be ſufficient to eſta - 
bliſh the Equality contended for. If there be anx 
Force in the Argument, it muſt reſt wholly upon the 
nice and critical Meaning of that one Word , which . 
we tranſlate my Fellow. But they who have underſtood. 
this of Prophets in general, have not been apprehen- 
five that the Word will bear to have ſuch Streſs. laid 4 
upon it. Tis commonly render d Neigbbaur ; but it 2 
does not import an abſolute Equality between thoſe to 1 
whom tis 1 Nay, tis uſed, when there is ſo 
great a Difference between them, as that the one may, 
2 to the Scripture Stile, be called a GO D 
Vith reſpect to the other. Thus Judges and Magi- 
ſtrates are called G O DS with reſpect to the People, 
upon the Account of the Authority they have or 
them: and yet the People are called the Neighbours > 
6f ſuch, Levir. xix. 15. Ye ſhall do no Unirighteouſneſs km. 
Judgments: thou ſbalt not -reſpe the Peſan. of the Poor, gr 
| bononr the Peiſon of the Mighty: but in Rightrouſvueſs Date 
rbow judge thy» NE I HB OU R. 4. The EX K ren- 
der it, the Mam ubat n my Citixen. But that à Perſon's 
Citizens may be his Servants and Subjects, we may 
Tee from the Parable, Lal xix. 84. But hu Cigzens ba. 
ied him, and font « Meſſage after im, ſaying, We u se 
have this Man to reign over is. Mage 1 
As. to his next Paſſage, Mal. iii. 1. Jebovab came to 
his Temple, not in his own Perſon, but by his Repre- 


. 


ſentative. rere ia, i D 
Next he ſays, G0 D aims. a ſuperlative; Love from us, 
and ſv does Chriſt, Matth. x. 37. But will he ſay that 
every One is GOD to whom we owe ſuch à ſuperlative. 1 
6 them above our own Lives? I thought 3 
bright t lag down cur Lives for the Brethren; 1 Joþn iii. 1 
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the Goſpel ef the Father, ares (as to the Seuſe of them) 
in the Bpi 


pleaſed to fancy to be the ſtricteſt. But let us fee his 
1 2 Cor. iv. 6. We have tbe Know! 
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Upon ſetting down Jobs xvii. 3. 1 John i. 2. F. 20. 


he has this Remark, p. 22. The Words "fed be _—_ - 
n 


quence n to his uſual way of argu-. 
ing, ſhould be, That the Son is the Father. But this 
being too gtoſa, he has choſen to give it another Turn. 
The knowing the Father and the Jon, is the knowing one and 


the ſame G OD, viz. Hit that is rue, the Life, the ere CO D, 


and eternal Life. I have ſhewn before that he miſtakes 
that Text, 1 ubm v. 20, and that be that is true, and 


the true GO, is the Father. And how eaſy. is it to 


account for the Father and Son's being both ſaid to be 
the Authors of eternal Life ? x Job v. 11. And. this is 
the Record that G O D bath given to us, eternal. Life; and 
this Life is in bis Son. Compare Jobs v. 25, 26. He has 
here added ſome Scriptures, which, he ſays, repreſent to 
us the irifimeſt Union between the Fadher and Sw. ſup- 
pole then we muſt underſtand that they are two diſtinc 
Beings which are thus united; there would be no Senſe 
in talking of any Thing being united to it ſelf. Lis 
not left to Men to aſſert whatever Unions they are 


of the Glory of 
OD in the Face of Jeſus :Ohrift. Would he have the 


| Reaſon, he may ſte it,004. The Light of ib. glarient ef, 


fel of Cbriſt, who 3s the nage G0. D, foines unto us. Anq- 
ther of his Texts is, Joby x. 30. I ani my. Father are ane. 
F anſwer, ſo ate Chriſt and Believers, Joby xvii. 11. 
And ſe he chariflanteth aull he that watgrerb aye one, 1 Cor. iii. 
8. One in Counſel, Deg: d Ae che iind 
Beings. Again, heal Jobs iv, 10, He that bab 
den me ha een the: Bathery u. 5. If ye had known, mae, yr 
od baveknown my Father alſo. The Father in his own 
Perſon could not be ſeen ; but as the enly Begotten 
Father, he that hach fech or Known him, muſt have 
Had the beſt Repreſentation of the Father. Another 
Ts, Joby xiv. I. Ye believe in G OD, believe alſo in me. Be- 
Heve in me as in the Way by which you muſt come to 
that G'OD the Father, v. 6. The laſt Is, I am in 
186 Father, and the Farben nme. And what is that Uniony 
but fuch as is the Union of Chriſtians in GO D. ang 
Ekriſt ? They are one, as the Father is in * 
8 n riſt 
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Chriſt is in the Father, they alſo are one in the Father 
nd Chriſt, Jobs xvii. 21, 22, 23. They ate in the Fa- | 
ther and Chriſt by Dependance, Chriſt is in them by 
Influence. © And tis evident Chriſt ſpeaks of bis Fa- 
ther's being in him, and his being in the Father, in the + 
ſame Manner, as any one may fee who will carefullß 
read Joby xiv. to, It. | Ro OP 

He has collected ſeveral Texts of which he ſays, 
p. 23. In theſe Texts the wonderful Work of Chriſt's Reſur- 
reflion and ours, is promi attributed to the Father, Som, 
and Holy Spirit, to ſhew the intimate Union of theſe Three in 
Nature and Operation. *Tis granted that this Work is 
attributed to all the Three Perſons, and that there js 
an intimate Union of theſe Three in Operation. The 
Father works by the Son, and Spirit. What intimate 
Union he means of Nature, he had need to explain 
from the SCexipeures. s. | 
The Father is the GOD of Glary, who, by his Repry- 
ſentative appear'd to Abraham, Af v. 2. And Chriſt is 
the Lord of Glory, 1 Cor. ii. 8. But as our Author draws 
no Conſequencè from the Texts compar'd, I only ſhall Bhs. 
add, that it does not hence appear that Chriſt is the 
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Father, '5c> | 2 
Next he compares Ads xvi. 34431. In one of theſe Verſes 
ſays he, tis expreſs'd, believing in the Lord Jeſus Chr. 
in the other believing in GOD. The Reaſon is, : 
cauſe By Chyift he believed in GOD, 1 Pet. i. 14. 
He cites As xx. 28. Feed the GOD which he 
þatb purchaſed with his own Blaod. But there, is no great 
Probability that that is the true Reading, but that it 
ſhould be read according to the beſt and moſt ancient 
Copies, and the Citations of the moſt ancient Fathers, 
the Church ef ibe Lord. See Dr, Clarke's Scripture Do- 
Qrine, p. 74. or Numb. 538. The other Text our 
Author cites here, 1 Job» ili. 16. is, I think, manifeſt- 
ly an Orthodox Corruption, inſomuch that Dr. Malls 


has leſt #79eT out of the Text, it having, beſide the 7 
Vulgar Latin, nothing to ſupport it, except the Complu- f 
tenſiam Editon, and one Manuſcriptof Rhodes in the Com- # 


P lutenmſiam Library, mention'd by him in his Anpendix, * 
And among the Moderns, the Freneb, High and Low p 
Dutch Tranflation, together with that us'd. in ors F 
Flizabeth's Time, leave it out. Upon the whole, thele *+ 4 
Texts ean fignify nothing in determining our Conare. 1 
Wit 4 Fa Page 4 
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 * Page 24. He ſays, What GO D in ſaid to give, Ron. yi. 


23. "Chriſt Jeſus gives likewiſe.-Jobu x. 28. And the Gift is no 
Teſs than eternal Life. Had he ſet down the Text fully, 


| Rom. vic 23. The Gift of God's e Life, thro! (or by) 


Jeſus Chriſt our Lord, the whole had been eaſy and plain. 
He adds, No one can he the Donar of ſuch à Gift that is not 
GOD. No one can be the Original Donor of it, I 
grant; but one who is not ſuch, may be the Means of 


' a Perſon's having it, and ſo may be ſaid to give it, 


1 Jobn v. 16. If any Man ſee bis Brother ſin a Sin unto Death, 
he ſpall ask, and be ſpall give him Life, SOT oe” 
Tis granted that the ſame Spirit is call'd the Spirit 
of 60 D, and the Spirit of Chriſt ; but if he would 
hence infer that Chriſt is GON, he may as well in- 


| Fer that Chriſt is the Father, becauſe he is elſewhere 


called the Spirit of the Father, as I obſery'd before. 
He argues from Rom. ix. 5. This Expreſſion ¶ bleſſed 
for evermore ] is na whe#e applied to any but to GOD je- 
hovah : and therefore uben tis applied to our bleſſed Saviour, 
and that with the Addition of over all, it cannot denote 16% 
than that be u the true Jehovah. If the Expreſſion be not 
applied to any but GOD; yet the Foundation of the 
Application to our Saviour as Man and Mediator is de- 
iver'd Pſal. xlv. 2. Grace. is pour'd into thy Lips, therefore 
d hath bleſſed thee for ever. And' I ſuppoſe he whom 
SOD has bleſſed for evermore, may, upon good Reaſon, 
be ſaid to be bſſed for evermore. Nor will any one doubt, 
that one who is thus over all by GOD 's Bleſſing, 
mould yet not be underſtood to be over him that bleſſed 
him; the Apoſtle's Rule holding true, Heb. vii. 7. And 

without all Contradiſtion, the leſs is bleſſed o the better. 
Page 25. Upon comparing Rom. I. 20. with Col. i. 18. 
he ſays, If the Creation of the World. doth evidence G O D's 
eternal Power and Godbead ; then it ſets forth the Son's 


eternal Power and Godhead ; fince” by bim all Things were 


created. The Creation of the World, when attentively 
confider'd, ſufficiently diſcovers that there muſt be a 
O P, the firſt Cauſe, by Virtue of whoſe underiv'd 


And eternal Power all Things muſt have been created: 


but whether this firſt Cauſe, created all Things imme- 
diately, or only mediately, communicating Being, and 
i creating Powertohisawn Son, is what we can't know 
from the Creation of the World, but only by' Revela- 
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tion; if-this Gentleman thinks otherwiſe, he * 
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bu he gan diſcover the latter by Reaſon, as that is the 
Way the Apoſtle ſuppoſes the Diſcovery. made. \ 
From 1 Tim. iv. 10. Matth. 1. 21. As iv. 12. he oh- - 
| ſerves, The Great GOD is our only Seviqur ; Chriſt ſaves 4 
ug, as be is GOD Alwighty. There is nothing of this 9 
laſt. Aſſertion in the Text: but Chriſt ſaves us, as he 
is the Perſon commiſſion'd and imploy'd by the Great 
1 G OD to be our Saviour. | ages wy ih 
From 1 Tim. vi. 15. Rev, xvii. 14. he infers : Chrift as 
G.OD, is the true and only Potentate, and bath the ſame Do- 
minion with the Father. There can be no Difficulty in 
luppoling that the ſame Titles may be uſed concerning 
different Perſons, which muſt be underſtood in a differ- 
ent Latitude, according as the Perſons are to whom 
they are applied. Thus the Title here urg'd, King ef 
Kings, 1s certainly to be underſtood under a vaſtly more 
| limited Senſe —— Nebuchadrezzar is ſaid to be, as our 
Tranſlation, and the LXX. very properly render it, 
A Kin of Kings, Exel. xxvi. 7. Dan. ii. 37. than when 
tis uſed of our Saviour. And in like manner may the 
Title of a King of Kings, and a Lord of Lords, be under- 
* ſtood in a more limited Senſe when attributed to 
„1. © Chriſt, than when attributed to the Father. The Fa- 
ther. is in the moit full and abſolute Senſe rhe ner 


Kings, and Lord of Lords, as he has Authority over a>, 
Kings, the Maſiab himſelf not excepted : But Chi 
js not in ſo full a Senſe King of Kings, and Lord of Lords; 
there is a King, and a Lord, to whom. be owes all hie 
Authority, and who is, and can'g-but be, above him. 1 
Chriſt is King of ; Kings, and Lord of Lords, in the moit 9 
eminent Senſe next to the Father, as all other Rings and : 
Lords are, ſubjected to his Authority and Dominion. 
Tis the Father who hath made him Lord, All, xi. 36. 
He has ſet him far above all Loraſbip, or Dominion, 
b. i. 21. He has conſtituted or anointed him King, and 

given him his [Inheritance and Poſſeſſion, Pſal. ii. 6, 8. 
He made him higher than the Ning: of the Earth ; ant bis 
Throne as the Days of Heaven, Pſal. Ixxxix. 25, 29. He 
did this to whom our Saviour cried, Thou art my Father, I 
my GOD, and the Rock of. my Salvation, ver. 26. And a A 
is not all this ſufficient to account for his being a Ning Y 

* Kings, and Lord of Lords, in a. Subordination to the 

ather ? And to ſpeak the moſt mildly, tis a great 
Miſtake in our Author, to ſuppoſe that Chriſt is the 
$ | bs + « 1. 75 , , 0 . + on 
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I 
e Potentate, mention'd;-1 Tim. vi. 15, Twas the ge. 
neral Senſe of the Fathers, and I queſtion whether 
any one of them need be excepted, that that Text is 
0 be underſtood only of G OD the Father: and in, 
deed I think it abſurd ro underſtand it to relate to any 
one elſe, becauſe the Apoſtle ſays, in the next Verſe, 
that ue May hath ſeep, or can ſee him. This is true only 
of the Father, who never appear'd in Perſon, aſſu- 
ming any vifible Shape, but always by ſuch as repre- 
ſented him, which cannot be ſaid of the Son, or Holy 
Shoſt, John i. 33. And it deſerves Remark, that when 
the Holy Ghoft ſpeaks of the Father under this Title, 
which in a Senſe might be us'd of the Son, he does 
it with ſuch an Addition of other lofty Titles, as ſhow 
that He alone is meant, and that this Title it ſelf, 
muſt, in the moſt eminent Senſe, be peculiar to Him. 
So careful was the Holy Ghoſt to ſecure'the matchleſs 
| Glory of the GOD and Father of our Lord Jeſus 
Chriit, however careleſly Men overlook it. 
He fays, Did GO D inſpire the Writers of the Bible, 
2 Tim. iii. 16? S did Chriſt with the Hely Gboft, 1 Pet. i. 
11. GOD ſpeaks to us by his Son, Heb. i. 1, 2. The 
Spirit ſpeaks not of himſelf, but whatſoever he hears, - 
(that he ſpeaks, receiving the Things of Chriſt, which 
bas of the Father, Job» xvi. 13, 14, 17. 
Page 26. He Cites James iv. 12. There is one Lawgiver ; 
and having ſet down Job» xv. 17. Ch. xiii. 34. 1 Tim. 1 
1. he adds, Ctriſt i the Supreme Lord, and Laugiver; vis. 
| beraufe in thoſe Texts we read of Chriſt's Command 
ing, and giving a Commandment. One would think 
en ſhould be aſham'd to produce ſuch weak and 
childiſh Arguments, in ſo momentous a Controverſy. 
Is it: a good -Conſequence, there is one ſupreme Law- 
_ Liver, therefore who ever commands is that ſupreme 
| pegiver ? Will this Author own'the Conſequence as 
ro other Perſons befide Chriſt ? Was Moſes the ſupreme 
Lawrrver, becauſe he commanded; Joſh.1. 7. Dent. xxxi. 5, 
10, 15,29? Were the Apoſtles the ſupreme Lawgivers, 
becauſe St. Peter ſays, 2 Ep. iii. 2. That ye may be min 
—— of" the Commandment of us the Apoſtles of the Lord and 
Saviezr ? Compare As x. 48. 1 Theſſ. iv. 11. 2Theſſ. iii. 4, 
10. 1 Tim. iv. ir. If he anſwers, that they did not com- 
mand m their own Name, but their Commands were 


mee Commands of Chrift ; let him accept of the ſame - 
4 8 411 | . : k = 2 3+ a, Solution 
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Solurioo from me, that Chriſt, cam not in bu own Nantes 


be ſhould ſpeak, : whatſoever be 

He compares Rev. xix. 9. and 17. In former we 
read of the Supper of the Lamb, in the latter of the S 
per, of the great GO D. He makes no Remark, but I 
ſuppoſe intends his Reader ſhould, that the Lamb 
therefore is the great G OD. This is ridiculous; for 
they are evidently two different Syppers ; the one the 
Marriage Supper of the Lamb, tho our Author conceals 
that, defign'd for the joyful Entertainment of his 
Friends; the other is a gupper for the-Fowls that fly in 
the midſt of Heaven, ape accordingly is 5 the 


n 
d 

of Men and Horſes, which does not ſoun Uke an En- 
tertainment for Friends. And after all, did both Pla- 
ces ſpeak but of one Supper, the een 
of, no Force, becaufe the ſame Thing; in different Re: 
pects, might be {aid to be either the Father's-or the 
inne, Sera 8 
Again, he compares Rev. xxii. 6. The Lord GOD of 


| te Sol 77 ets ſent bis Augels to ſbem unto his Servants the 
things, which mn 


ſent mine Angel to teſti 
the holy Prophets. I obſerve hence, that the Angel who 
pake thoſe Words, v, 16. when he,perſonates Chrilts 

ſes his Stile, I . But this Argument is not con- 
clufive, the Lord G0 D of the holy Trobe ſont 
his Angel, and Chriit ſent; his ig a all that can be 


is exactly agreeable to Cha, 4. 1. The Revelation of J 
Chrift,. which GOD gave unto hem, to ew to his Ser- 


vants Things which muſt;ſbartly come to paſo 3 and he [ent and. 
Gunjiy lie 8p bs Angel unto his Servant John, GOD 
therefope gives the firſt Commiſſion, to Chriſt; Chriſt 
to the Angel; the Angel hews r 
and Jobn ſhews it to his Servants in general. 


* 


. He ſays, we are hapi ix d into the Name, 


nor the Names of. the Father, Son, and Holy:Ghoſt. Does 
this Writer believe then that the Father, Son, and 


Holy Ghoſt, ate not three Names, but one Name? ls 


Joby v. 43. that be pale not of. himſelf, but the Father who 
ſent him, 7 a eee e. bs 5 
ake enz even a 


Wu ee . 
the 


foartly be dove, with v. 16. I Jeſus bas 
55 unto 2 theſe things in the Churches. 
Obſerve hence, ſays he, that Chr:iſt-Jeſus is the Lara GOD 


le concludes this Pant of his Collection with the | 
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je got njanifelt thit tits the Nel, ist be Miert 
to be repeated concerning the two laſt, and that we 
ate baptized into the Name of the Father, and into 
the Name of the Son, and into the Nate of the Hoty 
- Ghoſt ? Is not this a common way of ſpeaking in all 
Languages? Will he argue from Lab ix. 26. that there 
is but one Glory of the Son, the Father, and the Holy* / 
Angels? St. Baſil ſhews hiniſelf much offended at this bd Lo 
Interpretation. See Epift. LXTV. p. 847, 848. Our 
Author pretends this bens their Unity. If he means 
that the Three are one (Irs, + or Being, he may fee” 
that Baſil himſelf denies it. That they are one in the 
Doctrine they teach thoſe, who by Baptiſm are made 
their Diſciples, is granted, and that is ſufficient in the 
Caſe. 1 Achie that this ſhews ol equal Conſteration, or 
Dedication to the Three. Suppbſe Baptiſm is 4 Seal of 
the Covenant, as well as Circumciſion,” and that Covenant #4 
on our Part to avouch G O D ro be our G O D; muſt it not 
be the fame G OD that was the GOD of Trae! ? And 1 
is not He the Father only, 4 iii. 132 The Truthzis, ä 
to aptixe into @ Perſon, or into his Name, is to enter hint 
as ſuch an one's Diſciple ; and Chriſtians are by Bap- 
tiſm made the Diſciples of the Father, the gredt Au- 
thor of that DoQtrine they receive; but who has taught 


os a 
:& 
4 


us it by his Sen, and Spirit; and theſe being the in- 

Allible Teachers by whom he teaches all his Diſciples; 

they are mention'd in the Baptiſmal Form, and there- 

by is ſpecified the Religion or Doctrige they are bap-- 

tiz'd into. Ad ir it is 4 Seal on GO D's part, tis of 
his owning us as Eis Diſciples, and an afuring usof all 
the Advantages which by bis Promiſes belong to faith- 
ful Diſciples. But our Author e firſt to bring 
better Proof that his Doctrine is deliver'd in Scripture, 
before he crowds in his precirious Hypothefis as an 
Interpretation of the biptiſmal Fortin, oe 


I come now to his next Segen P. a5 vpete he 


AX 


produces Texts of Scripture which prove, Tbar "out 
Bleſſed Suviour is God. Man; That be bath two Natures (the 
2 an Human) in due Perſon,” If the Divine ad 
Human Nature now make but one Perſon, then the 
Legos alone is no longer à Perſon, whatever he was 
before the Union; and ſo dccordirig to his own Do- 
' ride there can't be three Perſphs, but only two, and 
# part of a Third, in the Godhead. But paſting ow, 
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. that © dur Saviour was G OD'and Maeaiinicon Pais, 
is not denied, provided the Term\G:OD:be!ri 7 
underſtood, to fignify not GOD in the higheſt 


bur a Being derived from him, and One whois n | 


bim, his own Son, tranſcendently above all thoſe Be. 
inge, whether An 1 Human, Animate or 7 
mate, which are all ſubjected to him. The Deſign oi 
this Author is to 9 him Supreme GOD; dun his 
Texts ate not ſufficient. I have had occafion-to _ 
of many of them already; and ſhall therefore 
8 take Notice of ſuch as are New, and are Material.. 
- He begins with Gru. iii. x 5. The Seed, of the Woman 
bruiſe the Serpent's Head. By bs brnifong 
Pente Head, tis evident be mit be GOD : Fer tis the G OD: 
Peace chat ſhall bruiſe Satan under our Feet, Rom. xvi. a0. 
would think the I nference 3 ſhould be, that 
therefore GOD was with him, in healing all that mers e 
the Devil, Acts x. 38. But by the ſame 2 
e may prove Chrift is the Father, becauſe the fuiber 
delivers us from the Power Darin Col i. 13. Aud fo. 
the Context ſhews, that tis the „. Prin 
cipalities and Powers, and made aſbew 5, gh 
ing over them in bim, that is, in or my 0 -Tolcli, en 
He cites ob ix. 2% 26. and gez GOD, 


inviſible, but he would ar in onr Nature, aud: To 58 
8 Oy abich Job, inſpir'd wirh the 


6D. 

GOD thimſelf was inviſible; — WaS zT 
ſble, and had before Job's Time appear incal viſihbe⸗ 
Shape; the Conſequence is, that Bur Redeemer is 
not that GOD himſelf, but ſucha GOD ns Job expected 
to behold with bis Eyes, wer: 20 ehe Vat zun 1 Wo 
P. 29. His Obſe | And | 
xxih 42. 187 He was David Son, 4. Man zuba David's. 
Lord, as GOD. But why 171 as GOD made bim. 
Lord and Wie 0 1 . T Hef sik 
P. 31. He fs: Hud whe et reaſauabli bun. as 

1 a hum Body; is evident. Scriptures parti 
is remarkable; that when his 2 


e eee Bug! bes Fa e, Oi 


made Fl 
Lennie wht with us in our Nei an Blood, Heb. 11.16. ah 
LE find of his having a'Soul Prepared for him; 
or of his vein made a Soul, 
—_ So And for vg L ſee, the Sy Foun- 


ſays he, tbe S. 


or his taking Part with 


dation 


ee ſuch an Opinign. - 


when: then ub; i 


E 


& 


ds. 1 


6 his Notios, of his having a Human Souls 


diftidf from the Logos, is the Hypetbeſis theſe. Gentle- 
men ul for granted, that the Logos was impaſſible, 
which is moſt contrary to the aug wei; Iren cus, and 
other antient Fathers, and ſeems to have been the No- 
tionof C uni, the Doctte, and other Hereticks. lam 

the Texts here alledg'd are vot ſutficient,: 0 


The frſt is, Lal il. 32. e increaſed in Mien and 
STI They who, with the antient Docer e, allow 
per Humiliatiop of she Son of God; of no 
proper ewp — and diveſting himſelf of any of his 
but make dt all to mh only in Appearances 
n But when that aſtoniſhing 
ſeenſion, meution d Hh. di. 3. and reſerr d to — aur $2. 
viour, John vii. 37 ia conſider d, there can be no. Diffi- | 
culty in ing how Jeſus, even with reſpect 0 
ng Lone, Thauldincreale- in Wiſdom: 
175 3 Matth. vi. ll 2 is exceeds 
* he: was the Soul * and 
Expreſſion — proper. 
SO ut aur Author 
— ather bad Human Soul. 4X. 16. Aud 
Dj {Jeborab's): Soul was grieva: 2 en F Lirael. 
Ai. 18. Ay Beloved, tn Saul. 4 well pleas 
And the like may be Aer is many other 
#/ 'Phere:is a he added to the Rx reſſion, 
d as affected with Grief or 
leaſane; bit nere is meant, than that the Perſon 
of ws or-pleaſedz So Math. thi, 13. 1s 
1 18 well pleaſed, is equivalent to the latter, Phage 


22 2 purSaviour is nat therefore 


M's 


may prove, 


a Human Soul diſtipct from the 
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is laſt Text 1 18, Heb. i ii. 17. Wherefore in... \Thiugs it 


f 8 bine be ads: Abe be bi! Bretbrew,: Tis evident 


the had a fair: 
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nity of delivering this 
it ta be tine: Vn 14. Far- 
then as dhe Children avery War ef ELESH 
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wiſe I may 


"La 


Ke in the/ next Place comes to ſhew, That the PM. 

tien of eicher Nature (of Chriſt) are qſcrib d to the whole Pep- 
ſon, 1 wiſh. it were duly regarded, thas the. Ho 
perties which belong to either Nature, may be ne 
te his Perſon ; yet the ' Properties which belong 
either Nature, cannot, vu Truth, be abſolutely 
deny'd of his Perſon. 'I may fay of a3 Man that he un- 


derſtands the Mathematicks, ders one Part of him, 
his Soul, underſtands them: But I can't ſay of the ſaine 


Man, that he does not underſtand the Mathematicks, 
becauſe his Body does not underſtand them. So like- 

. Chriſt, That he was before Anabam, 
. one DEW of his, the Logos, was Tor! Rur 1 
can't ſay that he was not before Abrabam, becauſe that 
would be to deny, that either Part of him was before 
Abrabem. I ought therefore here to 5 - Chriſty as to 


his Fleſh, was not before Abraham. 80 1 may lay, — 


Chriſt knew Man's Thoughts, if he knew them in 
either Nature: But I can't fay abſolutely, he did not 
| ; ung Day of Judgment, if he. kaew - it in cher 
ature 
But to ſpeak of his Texts that apy ſeem material, 
and have 2 been conſider'd before. - 
| a 8. They went wie have ee 
. Whereas, lays hey 
On was crucified. 80 thought Criurbus, who 
that Jeſus only was crucified; but that 
which he doubtleſs meant his Divine Nature fed 
at his Paſſion. Jeſus in his whole erſon is made 


and Chriſt, and is the Lord of Gr; and in his abode $ 


Perſon be {uffer'd, for ought Len ſee Nassen. 
tures. 

em. i. 3. be Son of GOD S oentts 
Seed of David, according to robes 

zhe- Fleſb, or Human Num- 
The Son of GOD aden „ py Perſon, 
and by this Expreffion the Apoſtle limits achat he a 
of his [Deſcent from David. By the Way, {defireta 
know, Whether Chriſt had any other-Nature than the 
2 that which he ares from Dayis ?: the 
bad not; how will this Author accoundfor hie baving 
diftint Human Soul? 5 ab» ne eas ie. SS. Q 
r iii. 13. The Son of Men came down from 
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it was indes the Man Chriſt Jeſus 
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3 
Man is the Name of his Perſon, in as much as the Logos 
became the Son of Man, by receiving Fleſh and Blood 
from Man; and*tis enough if in either Nature he came 
do pn from Heaven. 40915 0 nt CITE 
H. zz. Ne brings Texts wherein he ſays, both Natures 
. are mentioned. 2 1 en "Wy 
The fürſt is, 1 Per. iii. 18. Being put to Death in the 
Flſſb, gute ten d by the . But P. 41. he makes the 3 
þy here. mention'd, to be the Holy Spirit. From 
-wherice it ſhould ſeem to follow, that according to this 
Gentleman's Opinion, The Holy Ghoſt is the Divine 
Nature of our Saviour, and ſo we have loft one of the 
three Perſons.” This is the moſt pertinent Text he 
produces, if he had not taken care to confound it elſe- 
Where. I grant, that ſometimes ſuch · Things are 
aſcribed to him, as belong to his Human Nature, and 
ſometimes ſuch as belong to his Divine, as He was the 
Logos. Tho' I can't but wonder he ſhould ſuppoſe, that 1 
he is . of only with reſpect to his Divine Nature, 
when he ſays, He that bath ſeen me, Does he think that 
Men ſaw his 2 Nature? wh | f 
P. 33. He produces Texts to prove, The Perſonality 
_the Holy Ghft. Concernin which I ſhall ſay nothing, 
being fully perſwaded of the Thing contended for. 
| * 36. He produces Texts to prove the Holy Ghoſt to be 
If tome Perſon, in the ſame Nature and PerfeFions with the 
Father and tbe Sou, 1. From' the Divine Names and Titles 
He alledges, 2 m. xx1ii. 2, 3. The Spirit of the Lord + - 
ſavy me. The GO Do of Iſrael (ad. And is it not ej 
_ to underſtand, that the GOD of Iſrael ſpake by his 
Spirit. By the ſame way of arguing by which he infers, 
bat the $firir of Jehovah # the GOD of Iſrael, he may 
_ Infer from Rev. ii. 7. That the Spirit who ſpeaketh to 
the Churches, is Chriſt who ſpeaks to them; or, from 
comparing Neb. ix. 30. with 2 Kings xvii. 13. That the 
Prophets are the Spirit in the Prophets. One would 
think a Man who compares Scriptures after this rate, 
hid hardly ever read them. Wren. 
his Anſwer will take off many of his Arguments, 
© Pattieularlythe-three next; the laſt of which is ſingu- 
| lar, P. 37. In tbe Prophets, ſays he, tu the Spirit of the Lord 
| 8 te pate te them.” In the Epiſtle to the Hebrews, chap, i. 1. 
05 that ale to them; Which ſeeus the Holy * 
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| te the m, 60 D [Jehowab]. He ſhould have "ſaid, 
which ſkews the Holy Spirit to be the Father, it he- ; 


ing certain, that the GO D mention'd, Heb. i. 1, is the 


W 


pon comparing, T/a. vi. 1, 9. with Alt xxviil. 25, 
He has this Remark : What + the Lord [Jehovah] iz 
the Prophet, j the Holy Ghoſt in the Afts of the Apoſtles; which 
eus the Holy Ghoſt to be the Lord [Jehovah]. If he pleaſes 
bete to compare Jobs. xii. 40, 41. it appears with the 


like Evidence, that he that ſpake this was Eſalaa, and | 


conſequently that Eſaia was the Lord Fbovab. Our 


Author adds, Iſaiab reports that. the Lord ſent '« Meſſage by 


the Prophet. And St. Paul tells us, the Hoh Gbeſt ſent it. 


% This makes it evident, that St. Paul refers either tothe 


penning of that Part of Iſaiab's Prophecy, that it was by 
the Inſpiration of the Spirit: For otherwiſe, if the 
Words are conſider'd as deliver'd at the. Time of the 


Viſion, they cannot be ſaid to be ſpoken by the Pro- 


phet, but were ſpoken to him. Or elſe he refers to 


Iſaiah's delivering to the Jews the Meſſage he receiv'd 
from Chriſt, who was the Father's Repreſentative, wich 
à Charge to go, and tell it to the People, When he did 
this, the Apoſtle ſaith, that the Holy Gboſt Pale to the Fa- 


© thers by the Prophet, becauſe the Prophet was under th 
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Spirit's Influence and Conduct, and, being inſpir'd and 


taught by him, it was not ſo much He that hae as the . 


rit of the Father, and of Chriſt that ſhake in bim, and 
him. See Mark xiii. 11. Matth. x. a0. "Sometimes he 
Prophets are expreſly commanded to write their Prophe- 


fies, as Iſa. viii. 1. ch. xxx. 8. Jer. XXX. 2. ch. XVI. 2, 28. 
Hab. ii. 2. Here Tſaiah igfthid to zo, and tel them thie 
Meſſage by Word of Mouth? And what he ſpake by the 


Spirit's Inſpiration, Influence, and Direction, that St. 


Paul aſſures us, the Holy Ghoſt ſpake to the Fathers | 


by him. | 17 | ben”. 
| Upon comparing Ads v. 3, 4. he ſays, Hence tis appe- 


rent that the Holy Gbeſt is God. I anſwer, Aan by lying 
to the Holy Ghoſt; lied unto God who ſent, or gave 
the Holy Ghoft ; juſt as. St: Paul ſpeaks of thoſe who 


rejected the Commandments and Words of the Apoſtles, 


1 Theſ. iv. 8. He thereforg that deſpiſeth via. as, compare 


ver. 1, 2.] deſpiſeth not Man, but God, bo bath alſo given us 


bis Holy Spirit; And yet, I hope; the Apoſtles were not 
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Teige 38. Uponcompating:s Cor. vi. 19. 2 Cor. vi.-16, 
6 Cb. fl. 33. He ſays, (The. Holy Ghoſt in rho God 3 the 
ST Cn. Tis a wonder that ſuc 

rer of Scripugge ſhould not- have c red one 
cripture more, would have Cear'd the whole 
Matter, Eph. ii. aa. Ye e for — 
FSob thrd' #be Spirit. + As to that Text, 2 Cor. iii. 17. 
| Now a ede fob U chink the — * oo | 


PP 


ion een: 16. and 
& O D ſpakeas they were mov nc = 
juſt he Holy Gb * 
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=: 

Fx e O8. 
pen comparing Lev. xxiv. 16. 3 . 
Me fays, Blaſpboming againſt the Holy Ghoſt bas as great a 
| Penalsy annext to it under the Goſpel, us Blaſpbeming againſt 
6 O D wadet the Law. He ſhould have ſaid, has a great- 
er Penalty annex d to it, Oe. For in Leviticus, the only 
| 3 — — rover „ wh when 

8 * bemy a the [ 
_ 122 mm ot in the World to come, Matth. * 

_ . And fo by this Ars _—_ he might have ſet the = 
—_ - Ghoftabove the D mention'd in Leviticus. 
= Frurh is, the Re * che Uepardonbleneſrof hs »| + 
| 1 the Di of the Perſon of the 
$ Holy Shot; for then 1 „ ſpeaking - againſt Chriſt 
SP wonld be equally an ; unleſs Chriſt is in 

Digaity inferior to che Holy host; but to his being 
the immediate Author of e Works which were the 
ermoſt- Evidence G OD wouldgive:of the Truth and 
Certainty of the Miffion and Doctrine of Chrift.; fo 

mat he whowas fo far rom being convinc'd by this, 
= hut he trented it wih Oon und 1 had 12 
AZesested he mot Means D would ufe for his 
1 Cotivitvion, and could not hy any better be brought to 

= and believe, in order to his being pardon'd. 


4 GA oy doug e 8 his Evidence 
_ mat Divine Namevand Titles are ies-che Holy: 


* Ny s g l \ 
> Set © l n - a 
» N FY L 2 . = i x * 
— TOE ET, WOT TRIS \ 
2 — TT OT AE EIT 
r — » — * - 0 2 = LES ved a $4 »- 44-04 
wh * A 3 * 4 « 4 <» 11 ” FS 2 "I. * . X e — 
1 7 5 nnn 3 pe * * - g e 1 3 9 N 
3 7 s * . >, ** þ * 5 LORE * : 99 a "pL p - * 4 q 2 a N 22 he "=*, 
a. 4 YN ; 4» 2 8 N \ n N . „ a a. 1 
La.) 1 , P * NS G54 8 > - 4 $5" Ja 
, . | 7-4 . 74 
x * ; 7 
5 * : 1 
* * : * Pp $ 4 » 
4 2 * 
N , 
a > * 


hof, * 4 "qomparing, he has not i 
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Page 39. He will prove he has che fame Divine lu 
Gow: As OTA 5 Gem. I. 2. The ref GOD: www _— 
F * aß dn the Face of tbe Matert. I 90 1500 s he, r 
ation, arid warfrom Erernity- t the Fre 
nit of the Spirit; yet — 1] 45 a. very 1a 
| f. Were there any Waters before the Crearic _ 
| "that the Spirits then moving upon them, ſhow ev? * 
dence bim to have preceded the Creation; 
7 oper, Text, 0 ix. al Tho Nr Spirit 4 

u and m erha rather i 

than the Holy Gho . A the Wor . 

uſed in fo great a Latitude in many Places of Serip- / 

© ture, that an Argument can't be built t upon it alone. 

Another Attribute he would prove to belong og ts 
bim is [mmenſity, Pal. cxxxix. 7, 8. Whithet 71 
12 fy Sjirit ? He ſhould have added, or whither: 

h Preſence ? This laſt Clauſe Yoſt 17 85 
1 2 0 the Mer þ and ſo the meaning is. not, Whi 
Nat I go from th Y my Spirit ? but, Whither al 
I go from thy Bein 0 art 2a irie. and flleſt att 
Places with thy Preſence? -- | 
Jobs xiv. $7:- Even' the Spiri it of Til He dwelteth 
with vou, and ſhall be in vou. here. ever, ſays he, 1 
Gris Dj iſciple is, there ist Fit with bam. But *twill « 3 
cient to eſta liſh the Immenfity of this. 4 
port Spirit, that he ſhould be ſuppoſed preſent with 8 
all Chriſt's Diſciples upon this little Spat af our Earth. 
ſuppoſe « our Author will not allow the evil 8p irit to 


. p< F 
— * 5 I \ * 


* e immenſe, and yet the whole World is Yaid WA ., 0 
e e and he iy repreſented as working in the CH. WD. 
Diſobediencs in general. See DroWhhhy on = 3 

4 Ihe v. * Compare; e ir. 15. . F. 4 9 


Rep, 

| Aubert Attribute is Oli 105 And here he cites 
I: Cor: TH I'Q, 11. The Spirit: tarcheth. all things „ even” the 
deep things of GOD, Fer what Mean ' kia 55 


Mau, ſave the Sfirit of a Man et Bos 
© 0 zbe.th GOP. [Llane no Man, 
45 1 of, proving 08 Fre 


vealed ka le App I, his Spirit, the M 
had m þ 4 A 1 which he ca 4» 
rep, thing 2 "And this 1 the Ser was 
Sa ce ai badly be wan | ac vagen there- 
| But it cannpt be ſhewn from! that this 
Holy Spirit is. MST ie, 
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W 
„ et ho e uf ek and ſo *tis © ca Fe Oe 
_ Spiritual Man, the Man inſpired by the 8 4 4s) that he 

+ "or diſcernerb all things, ver. 15. St. John lays. SE 

o the Chriſtians%s,whon . writes, 1 2555 Il. 20% „ 

| Have an Unftion from the 1 ne, and ye know all tha. | 

But the next Text will ther clear up this Matters. 

a6 twill ſhew how the FIERY comes to know and reveal 


by theſe Thing 8. i 1 222 0 ; 1 
Jun xvi. 1 47 The ye things 80 come. This Power, - © 
ſays he, * o G0 D, Hai xlvi. 10. Nen 75 
ring the m vl ee and from ancient 


Times, the Things that are not yet done. I ſuppoſe 
this Writer will hardly ſay that this is ſo appropriated © 
to GOD, as that Is he hath declared th Fe Phings, | 
_ another may not be ve to declare them after Him, 
What a Ferſon might not be able otherwiſe to know, 
he may know by a Revelation from GOP. Let us now 
ſee the Text in Joh» more at large : Hou he it when He, the- 
$ Sirit Truth is come, He will guide you-inta all Truth : Land 5 
| yet they would not become Orient. for He ſhall nor 
wk of. 7 but vhatſoever He ſhall hear, that foall He + 
all forw you things to come. He foallyorify me, 
be hall ange mine, and ſball ſbew it unto you: All t 
the Father bath, are mine. therefore ſaid I, that He foal! 
2 of mint, and ſball ſor it unte yen. And can this Wri 
ter read this Text, and yet believe that the Holy Ghoſt 
of bimſelf Omaiſcient ? Or can he think it fair vane 
"of dur Saviour, Whoſe Words they are, or of the Holy 
_Ghodl, by whole DiteQtion the Evangelif penn'dthem, 
thus to.repreſent_ a little Scrap « of them, in a Senſe ur- 
le Y en to the Content h 
Attribute he” — P. 40. is Omuipo. 
N he compares Marth. x, 20. "Tis the >. of 
_ 85 that ſpeaketh in un. Acts vi. 10. They were 
not able f to reſiſt the W; dom, 2 the Spirit by which be ſpate. 
ie Sirit of 60 D, Hys he, ant fog. bes ir eſgſtibie 
uence to thei daweil, 1 ſhoy ] harte thought, that 
the 1/7 iſdom, rather than the” Powe) of the Spirit, Was : 
Vs hereby di covered, . "he it reifible Influence, was 
mot the exerting an A of Power 4 50 their Minds to * 
- .* © ,COnVINCE.t chem, Which Call "have b. y conyerted 
/ . - them: But it was 2 ſettin 4 Truth, that was diſt- 
© | [greeable to ech, in fuck a clear Li tobe, as left 'th&m 
a A 1 making any Objection againſt it, or being | 
_ 9 4 to aneh it; STONE to * i. Ah 3 p 
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- ©,» Another Text he alledges, is, Lykei, 33. Th 20 _ 
* Ghoſt come upon tee, and the Pouer of the 8 
db over | thee; ther a 
F ther, Gall be called phe Sn GD. His Memark hows 
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efore that Holy Thing which ſhall be born 5 8 * "oy 


is; The Holy Ghoft is the Power of the Higheſt ; and Chrift © =_ 
Ph king dee by the Holy Ghoſt in the Womb of the Virgin, 4 
Fa tiiereforg called the Son of G0 D; which; proves the Holy - 
Ms Ghoſt to be GOD Omnipotent. When he ſays, the Holy 9 
- _—Ghott is the Power of the Higbeſt, he muſt mean, eiter 
that the Holy Ghoſt is an Attribute of the Highest, 9 
or elſe, that he is the Perſon by whom the Higheſt ex- "i 
> #  erts his Power. By the former his Perſonality would Bt , 
be deſtroy d; by the latter, he is manifeſtly diſtin- % 
N from the Higheſt himſelf, Chriſt was there 3 
fore called the Son of GOD, becauſe having no earth. | 
y Father, he was form'd by GOD, tho” not ſo im- 
mediately, as that his Power was not exerted by another 
Perſon, as neither was Adam, who upon the like Ac- 
© 3k © count iscalled the Son of GOD, And if this Writer 
: would have let his Argument run to its full length, he 
mould have ſaid, that it proves the Holy Ghott to be 
600 Omnipotent, the Father of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 
3. He ſays, the ſame Divine Works are aſcribed to bm. 
And no wonder, ſince GOD works by him; and ſo 2 
5 ſame Works may be attributed to the Father, ggg # 


iginal Cauſe, or to the Spirit, who is his Agent” 

his is agreeable ta the Scripture-Language in other 

Caſes. I don't think it needful, therefore; to ſay any. 

„ Thing, concerning the Texte he has put together | 


on this Qccafion. **...“ * 758A 2M 
| 3 He would prove the ſame Divije Worfuip.is. given © 
to him, P. 42, In the Apoſtolical Benediction, 2 r. 


Xili, 14. He ſays, The whole Trinity is - to. How | I 
does . ? May nota Perſon 2 another the 1 
Protection of Angels, without praying to the Angels 1 


|. themſelves? Had the Apeſtle ſaid, O Holy Spirit, 3 
. i them thy Communjon, twould have been a 23 
Ws 0 but tis manifeſt, he does not f tos ä 

Holy Ghoſt, but to the Corinthians. And fo far 8 it 2 

Tus. Is ſuppoſed to imply a Prayer, it may be to the Fx. 

: ther only, as he 1s the Giver of the Spirit. Inmy © 

Mind Mr. Barter Paraphraſe. is not amiſs. The. 

,, * higheſt Blefling I can wiſh-you, id the Grace 4k 
 ©Chriſt; the Love of GOD, and Communication 

of, and Com in the ar 
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